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is - Sharon’s 
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A riel Sharon’s bloody occupation 
of ten'itories in the West Bank and 
Gaza - supposedly controlled by 
the Palestinian Authority - is an act of 
open war against an oppressed people. 

It is a war in which socialists and com¬ 
munists cannot be neutral bystanders. 
The so-called Israeli Defence Force is an 
army of occupation carrying out an eth¬ 
nically-based tyranny which resembles 
some of the crimes of European fascism. 
Our opposition is based on the funda¬ 
mental idea of the equality of peoples - 
that the Palestinian people have as much 
right to their own national existence and 
territory as any other people, and cer¬ 
tainly as much as the Israeli people, 
whose state currently deprives them of 
that political right, and much else besides. 
This is fundamentally a question of de¬ 
mocracy, of the right of a people to resist 
tyranny and oppression, of the fight 
against all forms of national oppression 
and injustice that is an integral part of the 
struggle for a socialist international or¬ 
der in which such forms of oppression 
will become a thing of the past. 

We support all that is democratic and 
progressive in the content of the pro¬ 
gramme of Palestinian resistance, all that 
is effective, all methods that actually aid 
the struggle for liberation. However, the 
question immediately arises as to what 
our attitude is to the Palestinian suicide 
bombings that have mushroomed into a 
more-than-weekly phenomenon in the 


last few months. Long the favoured tac¬ 
tic of Hamas - a Palestinian muslim fun¬ 
damentalist group which not only seeks 
the destruction of the state of Israel but, 
shades of the Protocols of the Elders of 
Zion, an end to the international jewish 
“conspiracy” to “control the world” - as 
the conflict with the Sharon government 
has become more desperate, it has even 
been emulated by sections of the secu¬ 
lar Palestinian nationalists, such as the 
Al-Aqsa Martyrs Brigade, an offshoot 
of Yasser Arafat’s A1 Fatah guerrilla 
movement. 

The fact that the brigade is named af¬ 
ter the victims of a particularly vile Israeli 
atrocity - the massacre by an ultra-Zion¬ 
ist settler of dozens of worshippers at 
islam’s third most holy site, the Al-Aqsa 
mosque in Jerusalem, during the early 
period of the Oslo peace process under 
Labour prime minister Rabin - reflects the 
extent to which Hamas is setting the ideo¬ 
logical and tactical agenda among ele¬ 
ments of the Palestinian resistance. 

Yet in reality Hamas, and those who 
are being sucked into imitating its meth¬ 
ods, are actively helping Sharon to main¬ 
tain the support of the Israeli population 
for his war, and are thus, in political terms, 
facilitating his butchery of the Palestin¬ 
ians. There is no way to avoid this con¬ 
clusion. We support all methods of 
resistance that actually helps to defeat 
the Sharon government and its aimed 
aggression, and that actually therefore 


lead in the direction of the liberation of 
the Palestinians. But we cannot support, 
or in any way excuse or fail to condemn 
a reactionary programme and the actions 
designed to promote that programme 
which create a climate of fear amongst the 
Israeli workers and the middle class and 
lead to a situation where Sharon can 
point to ordinary bus passengers, or 
those attending a wedding or a bat mitz- 
vah, being blown to smithereens, as a 
justification for his murderous actions. 
He is able to advance his own far-right 
agenda, which in its logic points toward 
the expulsion and/or massacre of the 
Palestinian population, with the support 
of the Israeli population on the basis of 
perceived self-interest and its own 
safety. 

Recently, Chris Bambery, one of the 
key leaders of the Socialist Workers 
Party, has taken it upon himself to de¬ 
nounce the CPGB for allegedly equat¬ 
ing the violence of Hamas suicide 
bombers with that of the Israeli state. 
The aim being, of course, to cement the 
disapproval of the many SWP members 
whose attitude to essentially political 
questions such as the Middle East is 
heavily determined by considerations 
of liberal guilt: ‘How dare I, as a white 
British person, criticise these poor op¬ 
pressed people?’ 

The SWP is currently suffering from a 
sectarian bout of close-mindedness, 
making their stubborn opposition to any 


hint of a two-state solution in relation to 
the Israeli-Palestinian question a point of 
honour. It seems to be determined to bow 
before inchoate militant rejectionist sen¬ 
timents among Palestinians. The fake, 
and blatantly undemocratic, nature of the 
now-deceased Oslo accord, with its cir¬ 
cumscribed blueprint for a Palestinian 
semi-bantustan riddled with armed Jew¬ 
ish settlers, of course feeds this senti¬ 
ment. 

Yet this spontaneous rejectionism, 
which generates mass support for the 
actions of Hamas among the Palestinian 
population, is being directed in a way 
that threatens disaster for the Palestin¬ 
ian people themselves. One crucial pro¬ 
grammatic point that Hamas has in 
common with Sharon is opposition to 
any kind of solution involving mutual and 
peaceful coexistence of Palestinians and 
Israelis. Sharon, and even more the 
overtly fascist formations on his right 
flank, want a greater Israel, with the Pal¬ 
estinians either massacred, driven out or 
subjugated, or possibly a combination 
of all three. Hamas also wants a single 
state - with the Israeli jews likewise mas¬ 
sacred and/or driven out and/or subju¬ 
gated. 

Hamas is quite prepared, in the pur¬ 
suit of its goals, to aid Sharon in the 
achievement of the destruction of the 
Palestinian Authority and the Kosova- 


style mass expulsion of the Palestinian 
people, in the hope that this too would 
call forth a terrible retribution against ‘the 
jews’ from the surrounding Arab peo¬ 
ples. Given Israel’s possession of a fear¬ 
some nuclear arsenal, this is a suicidal, 
apocalyptic strategy for the Arab peo¬ 
ples. 

Thus Hamas’s tactics over the past 
several years have been deliberately de¬ 
signed to create the political conditions 
for the destruction of Arafat’s adminis¬ 
tration, dovetailing exactly with the 
schemes of the Israeli far right - without 
Hamas itself being seen to fire a single 
shot against Arafat. It is no accident 
that Hamas was originally, in the 1970s, 
promoted - and, some say, financed - by 
the Israeli right as a counterweight to 
the secular and left nationalists. For the 
likes of Sharon, such support has paid 
off handsomely. 

So those on the left, such as the SWP, 
who turn a blind eye to the reactionary 
manifestations of Hamas influence are 
deluding themselves. What is worse, 
they are abstaining from the duty to point 
out to the oppressed the truth about the 
reactionary consequences of Hamas’s 
activities. In political terms, they are help¬ 
ing to shepherd the Palestinian people 
toward another 1948-style historic 
disaster • 

Ian Donovan 


For more on Israel/Palestine - see pages 3,9,10,11 
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Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


SWP joke 

Ian Thomas makes a valiant attempt to 
defend the record of the Socialist Work¬ 
ers Party in the Socialist Alliance (Let¬ 
ters, April 11). 

Ian would have us believe that his 
party is a benign influence in the SA, an 
organisation careful not to dominate it by 
packing the executive with a majority of 
SWP members. Consequently, accord¬ 
ing to Ian, any attempt by others to 
“blame” the SWP for any of the decisions 
of the SA is “an insult to the SA execu¬ 
tive members”. Thus, the absence of an 
SA newspaper is not something to be 
laid at the door of the SWP. Any sug¬ 
gestion to the contrary must be a “joke”. 

Interesting logic, perhaps, but factu¬ 
ally incorrect. The decision not to launch 
a paper was taken at the SA's December 
1 conference, not by the executive. At the 
conference the numerical size of the SWP 
ensured that proposals for a paper were 
resoundingly defeated. Ian should have 
addressed his comments to this lamen¬ 
table decision, not act as attorney for his 
central committee. 

Of course, I, perhaps, should not as¬ 
sume that Ian was in agreement with this 
action of his party. Ian, after all, is not a 
member of the Socialist Alliance in Eng¬ 
land, but a partisan of the Welsh Social¬ 
ist Alliance. It is instructive to contrast 
the SWP’s attitude to the motion at the 
WSA's lanuary conference for such a 
newspaper in the principality with that 
of its ‘English section’. 

Not possessing a majority at this con¬ 
ference, the SWP chose not to oppose 
the motion. Instead the majority of SWP 
members ‘heroically’ abstained (includ¬ 
ing. I think, Ian), whilst a minority voted 
in favour. The motion was resoundingly 
passed, even though some of the SWP 
contingent looked distinctly cool about 
this positive development. 

As a result Welsh Socialist Voice is 
now in existence, with issue 2 currently 
in production. I am at loss to understand 
why the SWP chooses not to oppose 
‘Socialist Alliance movement’ papers in 
both Wales and Scotland, but does so 
in England. Does it have something to 
do with the SWP having an ultimate right 
of veto in England? Surely not, Ian. 

What is good for the fragile WSA 
should also be good for the mightier SA. 
Better still, let’s combine the efforts of the 
WSA, the SA and the SSP to produce 
one outstanding socialist newspaper. 
Socialist Voice could then replace So¬ 
cialist Worker at the local newsagent. 
Would Ian abstain on this too? 

Somehow, I anticipate that his party, 
in its present mode, would organise a 
majority to prevent this happening. That 
wouldn’t be a joke. 

Cameron Richards 
Gwent WSA 

Capitulation 

Your advocacy of a two-state solution 
for Israel/Palestine is a gross capitulation 
to nationalism. 

In the Middle East today we can see, 
on the one hand, growing support 
amongst Israeli jews for the expulsion of 
the Palestinians from Israel (Sharon’s 
programme), and, on the other, growing 
support amongst Palestinian Arabs for 
indiscriminate killing of jewish civilians. 
On both sides, there is growing support 
for outrightly fascistic ideas. At a time 
when those fighting in the area for a demo¬ 
cratic, secular solution to the Palestine/ 
Israel problem need all the support they 
can get, you advocate the institutionali¬ 
sation of the growing divisions. 

Even though your columnist James 
Mallory calls in this week’s paper for “a 
democratic, secular Palestine existing 
side by side with a democratic, secular 
Israel”, your two-state proposal plays 


into the hands of those on both sides 
who wish to drive the other side out of 
the area and who by definition would be 
undemocratic and religiously fundamen¬ 
talist ( Weekly Worker April 4). Partition 
will deepen the already deep divisions 
and further reinforce reactionary atti¬ 
tudes. 

Mallory, however, blunders into the 
falsity of his very own programme when 
he calls for his demands “to be fought 
for from below by a movement embrac¬ 
ing millions”, adding that if such a pro¬ 
gramme “gained mass support from both 
peoples, the demand for two separate 
states might well be made redundant by 
the movement it brought into existence, 
bringing nearer the day when the volun¬ 
tary unity of Palestinian and Israeli within 
a single state becomes a reality”. 

So why not call in the first instance for 
a democratic, secular state that would 
guarantee equal citizenship rights to all 
its inhabitants, one in which the ideas of 
class unity could replace those of nation¬ 
alism? 

Paul Flewers 

London 

Smoke and 
mirrors 

I imagine others from the Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty will be responding more 
generally to Jack Conrad’s peculiar arti¬ 
cle (‘Smoke and mirrors polemic’ Weekly 
Worker March 28); egotistically, I just 
want to respond to the bit that mentions 
me. 

Jack calls me to task for supporting the 
Iraqi revolution of 1958, in an effort, as 
far as I can make out, to suggest there is 
some inconsistency here with the AWL’s 
line on Afghanistan. Part of this seems 
to be in answer to the AWL suggesting 
that the CPGB sees the Afghan 1978 
coup as the only genuine social revolu¬ 
tion of the last century apart from 1917. 
Jack is saying: look, there were lots of 
revolutions. In part I think he’s implying 
that if the CP had taken power in 1958-9 
in Iraq, we would have supported it, and 
the CPGB has the same view about Ka¬ 
bul in 1978. 

If those two sentences seem a bit tor¬ 
tuous it’s because I’m really not sure 
what the hell Jack is on about, and it’s a 
struggle to make head or tail of his argu¬ 
ment. Nobody is suggesting that there 
were no revolutions at all in the 20th cen¬ 
tury except the Russian one. Jack gives 
us a list, starting with Mexico. That’s 
helpful. Thank you. But not much to the 
point. Iraq in 1958,1 think it is fair to say, 
was one such (essentially bourgeois) 
revolution - overthrowing the ancien re¬ 
gime, entailing a good deal of popular 


Gordon Brown's budget may have 
brought some relief for motorists and 
beer drinkers. However, the biggest 
winners were, as usual, the million¬ 
aires and billionaires who protect their 
riches with every tax-dodging scheme 
available. 

Indeed, in one year the billionaire 
inventor of the humble milk carton re¬ 
ceived more money from the British 
taxpayer that was extracted from him 
through tax. All thanks to clever 
bookkeeping. 

The Communist Party has no ac¬ 
cess to the world’s tax-havens. In¬ 
deed, we don’t have the funds to 
make the effort worthwhile. 

However, after my unscheduled ab¬ 
sence from these pages I have two 


mobilisation, and with parts of the move¬ 
ment which were very radical. 

Iraq, however, is strikingly distinct from 
Afghanistan in that the CP - with a genu¬ 
ine mass base - did not try to seize power: 
in fact they tied from the prospect. Thus 
the parallel is a bit weird. Indeed, for sure 
one of the reasons they did not is that 
this was a CP in a country with a large 
and powerful working class movement, 
unlike Afghanistan - which the erudite 
Dan Lamont from Liverpool might pon¬ 
der on (Letters, March 28). The whole 
point about Afghanistan 1978 is that the 
Peoples Democratic Party had no mass 
base, in the working class or anywhere 
else. 

What we accuse you of is not that you 
think Afghanistan 1978 was a revolution 
like, say, Qassim’s in Iraq in 1958, but that 
you think it was something greatly more 

- something similar to, say, a seizure of 
power by the Iraqi Stalinists in 1959. You 
thus fail to understand either revolutions 
like the one in Iraq, or Stalinist seizures 
of power like the one in Afghanistan. 

Of course, in the unlikely event that the 
Iraqi Stalinists had tried to take power in 
1958/9, what they would have created is 
another matter. The significant fact is that 
they did not try, thus rendering utterly 
spurious any parallel between Iraq and 
Afghanistan. 

Clive Bradley 
AWL 

Not marginalised 

I don’t know where in Barcelona James 
Mallory was, but on March 16 there was 
a 5,000-strong anarchist demonstration 

- the red and black bloc - which included 
many from the Spanish anarcho-syndi¬ 
calist unions, and anarchists from all over 
Europe, including from the newly emerg¬ 
ing movements in Slovenia and Croatia 
(Weekly Worker March 21). 

It was an extremely inspiring demon¬ 
stration and an atmosphere of fiesta and 
revolt was created. Many of the plain¬ 
clothes cops from the day before were 
spotted, attacked and chased off. I don’t 
call this marginalisation! 

Ron Allen 

Anarchist Federation member 


Special CPGB seminar 

Marcus Strom reports from the 
Partio della Rifondazione 
Comunista’s 5th congress and 
asks what lessons the British 
left can learn from it. 
Sunday, April 21, 
ffl- nBV ^ 5pm, Diorama, 34 
,1 Osnaburgh Street, 

\, y wTr London Nl. 

All welcome 


reasonable weeks to report on. 
Thanks are due to comrades PT (£40); 
AT, MC and JP with £15 each; and PF 
and TO (£10 apiece). 

A grand total of £125 over the two 
weeks which gives us £180 towards 
our £450 monthly total. That still 
leaves us with a struggle to make it 
into the black for the second month 
running, and - at the risk of taxing your 
patience -1 will remind you once again 
that we can only do it with your help, 
comrades. 

Don’t delay - send your cheques 
today • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 


Fighting fund 

Taxing patience 


Scottish Socialists 

Campaign for 
a republic 


/ 

y 


Tommy Sheridan: red or tartan republican? 


T he Scottish Socialist Party has 
agreed to militantly campaign 
for republicanism in the year of 
the queen’s jubilee. 

The question of how we are ruled 
is unfortunately generally avoided 
by the left in Britain and the SSP is to 
be congratulated for confronting the 
issue - and plans are being laid for 
rallies, meetings and street parties. 

Tommy Sheridan devoted his col¬ 
umn in last week’s Scottish Social¬ 
ist Voice to the hypocrisy 
surrounding the queen mother’s 
death and presenting the republican 
case against the monarchy - till re¬ 
cently a word studiously avoided by 
SSP leaders. Comrade Sheridan 
pointed out that the Scottish parlia¬ 
ment held a day’s tribute for the 
queen mother, but it had not been 
recalled to discuss the bombing of 
Afghanistan. 

According to Tommy, “Standing 
for the queen mum, or any of the 
other pampered royals, is not about 
respect for them as individuals, but 
deference to the institution they rep¬ 
resent ... Not standing for the roy¬ 
als is not about disrespecting this or 
that individual, but disrespecting the 
whole bloody institution” (April 12). 
The main danger of the SSP cam¬ 


paign against the jubilee - when it fi¬ 
nally gets fully into gear - is that op¬ 
position to the UK constitutional 
monarchy state will be conducted 
from an entirely nationalist perspec¬ 
tive. 

Advertised in recent editions of 
the Voice is a republican rally cel¬ 
ebrating the Declaration of Arbroath 
- a 14th century assertion of local 
rights to feudal exploitation of the 
peasantry over those of the central¬ 
ising power of Edward II. It is pre¬ 
sented as something progressive - 
for the people and against the privi¬ 
leged, rather than an agreement 
sealed between members of the no¬ 
bility. 

No doubt here, as in other events, 
the main emphasis will be on ‘Scot¬ 
land against the monarchy’, not the 
unity of the working class in Britain. 
It is in this light that claims of a 
stronger resentment towards the 
monarchy in Scotland than in Eng¬ 
land should be viewed 

Comrades in the SSP should use 
the occasion of the jubilee to unite 
with communists and revolutionary 
socialists in England and Wales to 
take the lead in a campaign for mili¬ 
tant, working class republicanism. 

Sarah McDonald 


Socialist Alliance 
election material 


For the local elections Cam¬ 
paign Badges has again pro¬ 
duced a variety of Socialist 
Alliance campaigning material. 
The range from the general 
election has been updated and 
expanded. 

Also, special ‘Election Packs’ 
offer a variety of material at 
reduced prices. For example, 
Campaign Pack B has: 

■ 312 round stickers 

■ 100 balloons 


■ 100 square stickers 

■ 50 postcards 

■ 50 badges (your selection) 

■ 10 standard rosettes 

£55 instead of 
£65.50 

Check out the new website: 

campaign cadges 

sales@campaignbadges.co.uk, 
Tel: 07941 083 011 


CPGB, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX • Tel: 020 8965 0659 • Fax: 020 8961 9193 • weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk * www.cpgb.org.uk 
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DEMONSTRATION 



Opposing Israel: but does that mean supporting Hamas? 


ACTION 


CPGB London seminars 

Sunday April 21, 5pm - Special seminar - see page 2. 

Sunday April 28, 5pm - History of Labourism: ‘Opposition to office’, using 
Ralph Milliband’s Parliamentary socialism as a study guide. 

Unity tour 

For India-Pakistan peace. Organised by Stop the War Coalition, National Civil 
Rights Movement and Socialist Alliance. With Achin Vanaik, author and lead¬ 
ing Indian peace activist, and Muhammad Tahseen, human rights and peace 
activist from Pakistan. 

Sunday April 21: 3pm, Featherstone High School, Montague Road, Southall. 
07903931365. 

Monday April 22: 7pm, University of London Union, Malet Street, London 
Wl. 07801789297. 

Tuesday April 23: 7.30pm, Unity Community Centre, Shepherd Street, Pres- 
ton.01772732313. 

Wednesday April 24: 7.30pm: Highftelds Youth and Community Centre, 
Leicester. 

To arrange further meetings, email mikemarqusee@aol.com or call John Fisher 
on 07733101588. 

Palestine solidarity 

Protest, Friday April 19, 5.30pm. Israeli embassy, junction Kensington High 
Street and Kensington Court. Israel out of the occupied territories! Self-deter¬ 
mination for the Palestinians! Two nations, two states! 

Organised by Alliance for Workers’ Liberty and Solidarity. 


What sort of 
Palestine? 


Stop the War 

Solidarity with major anti-war demonstration in Washington DC, Saturday April 
20. Speakers: Bruce Kent, Achin Vanaik and Mohammed Tahseen. 

Vigil: 12 noon, outside US embassy, Grosvenor Square, London. 

Social: 6pm-l 1pm, Student Union common room, SOAS, Thronhaugh Street, 
London WC1. Live video link-up with US demonstration. Bar, food, music. £5 
waged; £2 others. 

Stop the War Coalition, PO Box 3739, London E5 8EJ; 07951 235 915; 
mailto:office@stopwar.org.uk; www.stopwar.org.uk 

Picket Kissinger 

Henry Kissinger, Richard Nixon's secretary of state, is addressing the Insti¬ 
tute of Directors. Wednesday April 24, from 7.30am, Royal Albert Hall. Ken¬ 
sington. 


A ccording to its organisers, 
around 30,000 people answered 
the call of the Muslim Associa¬ 
tion of Britain to demonstrate against the 
Israeli onslaught on the West Bank on 
April 13 (if anything an underestimate). 
First Hyde Park and then Trafalgar 
Square were packed with people waving 
Palestinian flags. The mood was 
distinctly militant. 

Although the mobilisation was sup¬ 
ported by the Stop the War Coalition, the 
organisations of the British left made up 
a very small proportion of the demonstra¬ 
tors. For example, despite the London 
members of the Socialist Workers Party 
being under ‘all out' discipline, they were 
simply lost in the muslim sea. 

This was without doubt a demonstra¬ 
tion of political islam. Hundreds knelt 
down to pray before and after the march. 
Many women wore veils. Reflecting the 
strength of fundamentalism in the Mid¬ 
dle East, the majority were clearly influ¬ 
enced by the reactionary politics of 
Hamas or similar groupings. There were 
countless chants of “Jihad” (holy war) 
and “Allaho-Akber” (Allah is great) and 
ritual burnings of the Israeli flag. Whole 


sections of the march repeatedly took up 
the call to “destroy Israel”. 

Unfortunately, most of the British left 
is totally impotent in the face of such a 
phenomena. The thinking seems to be: 
if it shouts, is against imperialism and or¬ 
ganises pro-Palestinian demonstrations, 
it must entirely positive. Let’s follow it! 
SWP comrades especially seem to be 
easily seduced. 

Incredibly, the SWP is attempting to 
present this protest as being politically 
akin to those in Italy and Spain: “Lon¬ 
don and Glasgow are not yet Rome and 
Barcelona. But Britain is not immune from 
the mood of resistance. Last Saturday 
saw die spirit of the recent mass demon¬ 
strations in Europe” expressed on the 
streets of London. “One hundred thou¬ 
sand people [sic] marched in support of 
the Palestinians. It was a huge, angry and 
united show of anger at Israel, imperial¬ 
ism and oppression. Just like the demos 
in Rome and Barcelona, the massive turn¬ 
out surpassed everyone’s expectations.” 

“This is the second 100.000-strong 
[sic] march in London in the last five 
months, following last November's anti¬ 
war demonstration. This growing anti¬ 


capitalist movement is injecting a new 
spirit and vibrancy into the battles we face 
in Britain” (Socialist Worker April 17). 

The mobilisation of thousands onto 
the streets is certainly significant. But 
surely there is a big difference between a 
mass demonstration of the Italian work¬ 
ing class under the leadership of commu¬ 
nists and militant trade unionists, on the 
one hand, and a muslim march under the 
hegemony of reactionary fundamental¬ 
ists, on the other. Sometimes the latter are 
"anti-capitahsf'. But what do groups like 
Hamas and Islamic Jihad acntally fight 
fori 

While communists and revolutionary 
socialists support the struggle of the 
Palestinians for their own state - a demo¬ 
cratic, secular Palestine to stand along¬ 
side a democratic, secular Israel - we 
cannot support those wanting to estab¬ 
lish a religious, fundamentalist state - 
whatever methods they employ. Hamas 
not only refuses to recognise the right 
of tlie Israeli nation to exist, but would 
mercilessly repress the working class and 
keep women imprisoned as third-class citi¬ 
zens. The first is progressive. The other 
is reactionary. 

Not only would such a ‘one-state so¬ 
lution’ simply not work (unless you elimi¬ 
nate all the Israeli jews); it betrays those 
people in Israel who are fighting for Pal¬ 
estinian rights. Under the leadership of 
reactionary fundamentalists like Hamas, 
the Palestinians can offer their Israeli 
neighbours nothing but the prospect of 
the poles of oppression being reversed: 
this time with a reactionary Palestinian 
administration suppressing the Israelis 
jews. 

We engage and talk with this section 
of society. This is why we attended the 
April 13 demonstration. But not to act as 
leftist cheerleaders. We engage in the bat¬ 
tle of ideas in order to win people from 
reactionary misleaders and to the pro¬ 
gramme of secularism, revolutionary de¬ 
mocracy and communism, htdeed nearly 
A healthy numbers of the Weekly Worker 
were sold and many thousands of CPGB 
leaflets were distributed. Many debates 
and passionate exchanges took place. 
There was a healthy willingness to 
argue.. .and listen on both sides • 

Tina Becker 


CU2002 

Communist University 

Saturday August 3 - 
Saturday August 10 

The CPGB’s annual school is a key event for communists. During 
a week of debate and controversy, we look at some of the key 
problems facing the contemporary left. A full list of speakers, 
sessions and debates will soon be produced. 

Communist University this year is at Brunei College, west London. 
There are residential places available for the week, as well as 
weekend and day tickets. To get your prospectus and reserve a 
place, send a £40 cheque or postal order made out to ‘CPGB’ and 
marked ‘CU 2002’ on the back. For further information, email CPGB 
office, marking your request ‘CU 2002’ in the subject box. 


Unison rally 

Thursday April 25,7pm, Friends Meeting House, Euston Road, London NW1. 
Speakers: Dave Prentis (Unison general secretary); Geoff Martin (Unison Lon¬ 
don convenor); Bob Crow (general secretary RMT); Ruth Winters (vice-presi¬ 
dent FBU); Billy Hayes (general secretary CWU); Bernard Regan (NUT 
London). Chair: Candy Udwin (Unison London deputy convenor). 
Organised by Unison Greater London, 020 7535 2100. 

CPGB public forum 

‘Monarchy or republic’ - debate between CPGB and Liberal Democrats, Mon¬ 
day April 29, 7pm, International Centre, Abingdon Road, Middlesbrough. 
Enquiries - Lawrie Coombs (07904 244853). 

May Day demo 

Wednesday May 1 - rally, 12 noon, Clerkenwell Green (near Farringdon tube 
and rail station); march to Trafalgar Square. ‘United for May Day, no to priva¬ 
tisation, no to war’. Speakers include Mark Serwotka, Tony Benn. Called by 
London May Day Organising Committee, Greater London Association of 
Trades Councils and Globalise Resistance. 
www.glatuc.org.uk. 25 Vicarage Road, London E10 5EF. 

Justice for Palestine 

National demonstration, Saturday May 18. Assemble 12 noon, Hyde Park. 
Rally in Trafalgar Square. 

CPGB day school 

‘Rebuilding working class politics’, Saturday May 25,10am-5pm, Elder Court 
Community Centre, Elder Court, Middlesbrough. Enquiries - Lawrie Coombs, 
07901244 853. 

WSA day school 

Sunday May 26,10.30am-4.45pm, Chapter Arts Centre, Market Road, Canton, 
Cardiff. 

Free creche (book by May 19), free accommodation. Good food at reasonable 
prices. Tickets: £8 (£4 concessions). 

Send cheques, payable to ‘Welsh Socialist Alliance’, to WSA PO Box 369, 
Cardiff, CF243WW. 

Welsh Socialist Voice 

Second issue of the paper of the Welsh Socialist Alliance out soon. £6 for 12 
issues, payable to WSV, PO Box 369, Cardiff, CF24 3WW. 

Artists against the War 

For postcards - 50p each - or for more information: 

artistsagainstthewar@hotmail.com; www.artistsagainstthewar.org.uk; 
wwwstopthewar.org 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the struggle for 
communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email rdgl20@hotmail.com 


www.cpgb.ovg.uk/action 






4 


April 18 2002 Weekly Worker 428 


SOCIALIST ALLIANCE _ 

TAKING ISSUE WITH SWP 

United front of a third kind 


Dave Craig of the Revolutionary Democratic Group 
argues against Alex Callinicos’ Socialist Review article 
and calls for the Socialist Alliance to become a ‘united 
front party’ 


T his month's Socialist Review, the 
Socialist Workers Party's monthly 
magazine, contains an article enti¬ 
tled ‘Unity in diversity’ by Alex Callini¬ 
cos, a central committee member and one 
the party’s leading intellectuals. It is the 
most authoritative theoretical statement 
on the Socialist Alliance project since 
Lindsey German last dealt with the sub¬ 
ject. 

Comrade Callinicos sets out clearly the 
main options for the Socialist Alliance. 
He indicates how SWP thinking is 
changing. He deals with the central ques¬ 
tion of whether the SA should limit itself 
to a united front or follow the path previ¬ 
ously trodden by the Scottish Socialist 
Alliance and become a party. 

As readers of Weekly Worker may re¬ 
member, the RDG intervention at the De¬ 
cember 1 S A conference concentrated on 
promoting the example of the Scottish 
Socialist Party. It is the only serious op¬ 
tion, given the real circumstances facing 
the working class movement. So when 
he says that “the most frequently cited 
model is the Scottish Socialist Party” we 
know our message is starting to get 
through ( Socialist Review No262, April 
2002 ). 

Comrade Callinicos describes the SSP 
as a “left socialist party initiated and led 
by activists mainly, though not exclu¬ 
sively, from a background in the Militant 
Tendency, whose sectarianism they 
sought to break comprehensively. It has 
a broad socialist programme that you 
don't have to be a revolutionary to sign 
up to, but it includes organised political 
tendencies (platforms) that are required 
to subordinate their activities to the in¬ 
terests of the SSP as a whole. Thus, for 
example, SSP members are required to sell 
only Scottish Socialist Voice publicly.” 

He then goes on to recognise the real 
achievements of the SSP. He says that 
“the SSP has undoubtedly been a remark¬ 
able success in its three years of exist¬ 
ence. It has carved out a space for itself 
in the new Scottish political arena created 
by devolution, and won impressive 
votes in the 2001 Westminster elections.” 
He is clearly pleased that “supporters of 
the Socialist Worker Platform have, since 
joining the SSP in May 2001, established 
themselves as active and loyal members 
of the party”. 

One of the factors in this success is 
the fact that the SSP “has also succeeded 
in uniting the bulk of the Scottish far left 
under the same roof'. This is of course 
ill marked contrast with the failure of the 
Socialist Alliance at the December con¬ 
ference, when the SWP failed to come to 
a compromise with the Socialist Party. 

So whilst the SSP model only received 
21 votes at the December 2001 confer¬ 
ence, it is now coming up on the inside 
rail. The odds have surely been slashed 
from the 100-1 outsider to the bookies’ 
new favourite. This was confirmed re¬ 
cently when the first ever members’ plat¬ 
form in the SA was launched in 
Bedfordshire, calling for the SA to go 
down the SSP road. 

Recently the front page of the Weekly 
Worker, reporting on the SSP conference, 
confirms the shift that is taking place. The 
article says: “There are profound lessons 
here for all Socialist Alliance comrades 
to learn in both England and Wales. Most 
notably that the bold step forward from 
the Scottish Socialist Alliance to the Scot¬ 
tish Socialist Party has put socialism back 
on the agenda” (March 7). How can the 
CPGB argue with that? 

So what prevents Alex drowning in his 
own SSP tidal wave? What does this lat¬ 


ter-day King Canute have to say? De¬ 
spite “these real achievements”, he ar¬ 
gues, “it does not follow that the SSP is 
the only, or even the most desirable, 
model for party-building elsewhere”. The 
first dam he tries to construct is the SWP 
and the second is the united front. 

Scottish tales 

Apparently what prevents us learning 
from the progress and experience of our 
Scottish comrades is the size and domi¬ 
nance of the SWP itself. He says: ‘There 
is an obvious difficulty: namely the enor¬ 
mous imbalance in the resources and 
members of the Socialist Workers Party 
and the other political currents within the 
Socialist Alliance.” So the SSP succeeds 
in Scotland because the SWP is a minor¬ 
ity. But we are lagging behind in England 
because the SWP is dominant? 

It is not too few SWP members in Scot¬ 
land that explains the SSP progress. Nei¬ 
ther are too many in England the problem. 
It is not numbers at all. It is the difference 
in politics. In Scotland the SWP members 
actually support the SSP model and work 
to build it. In England SWP members 
oppose the SSP model and work to pre¬ 
vent it. There is democratic centralism for 
you! 

It is a political problem that comrade 
Callinicos identifies. He says: “This is al¬ 
ready a source of tension and is one rea¬ 
son why some SA members advocate 
the creation of a new party.” In fact the 
most concrete and most open expression 
of this “tension” was the ‘battle of Bed¬ 
fordshire’, as reported in Weekly Worker. 

On the one side SA comrades advo¬ 
cate not only a local constitution to en¬ 
sure the inclusion of all trends, but an SA 
newspaper and moving towards a party 
along the lines of the SSP. On the other 
side the SWP comrades feel these poli¬ 
tics are not what the SA should be about 
and see them as a challenge to their con¬ 
trol of the alliance. 

The fact that the SWP is a large major¬ 
ity is not in itself a problem. The ques¬ 
tion is how the SWP exercises that 
majority in relation to other groups and 
individual members, whether they are 
large like the Socialist Party or small like 
the RDG. It matters little whether that ma¬ 
jority is in an alliance or a party. As Cal¬ 
linicos says, “Such a move [to a party] 
would not abolish the imbalance, but 
transfer it to a new terrain." Exactly. 

So how would the terrain change? In 
a party all members will be on an equal 
footing as party members. At the moment 
we are in an alliance of those in groups 
and parties and those who are not, and 
between those with then own paper and 
those without. Simply becoming a party 
does not change the size of SWP majori¬ 
ties, but its does change the relationship 
between the first class and second class 
members. No amount of the SWP flatter¬ 
ing and promoting their favourite ‘indies’ 
can alter that. It is a poor substitute. 

The second argument is related to the 
united front. This is the ultimate SWP 
rationale for opposing the SSP. In es¬ 
sence the SA needs to remain a united 



front in order to attract disgruntled La¬ 
bour supporters. Comrade Callinicos 
says: “Turning the SA into a party now 
would foreclose this process and deny 
substantial numbers of Labour support¬ 
ers who can be won to a socialist alter¬ 
native of the opportunity to participate 
in defining the nature of this alternative.” 

There is something in this argument 
that should not simply be dismissed. But 
we need to look at the theory of the united 
front which comrade Callinicos links to 
the current period. To begin with, he 
takes us back to the use of this tactic in 
the Russian Revolution and the attempt 
by the Communist International to codify 
this experience in 1921. As a tactic, the 
united front was the means by which the 
minority communist forces could win a 
majority of the working class. 

The mass of workers, under the influ¬ 
ence of the dominant bourgeois ideology, 
trusted the social democrats and not the 
communists. The communists must 
therefore come forward and propose 
united action against the common enemy 
for a given objective. Either the social 
democrats will refuse united action and 
expose their own sectarianism or unity 
will be achieved. 

The struggle will then decide whose 
theory and practice represents the real 
interests of the working class. The prac¬ 
tice of the united front will show that the 
communists are the real non-sectarian 
fighters. The influence of the communists 
should grow and that of the social demo¬ 
crats diminish. 

The united front is therefore a method 
by which the communists become the 
majority of the class and the class be¬ 
comes ready to take power. The party 
without the united front tactic will act in 
a sectarian way. But equally the united 
front without the party leads to the liqui¬ 
dation of the working class as an inde¬ 
pendent political force. 

These dangers were present in the 
1920s. Comrade Callinicos says that “at 
the third congress of the Comintern in 
June and July 1921, Lenin and Trotsky 
and other Bolshevik leaders argued that 
the CPs were in danger of becoming 
sects that concentrated on denouncing 
the social democratic leaders as traitors. 


while making no effort to win over large 
numbers of workers still influenced by re¬ 
formist ideas”. The debates over the 
united front were aimed at correcting pre¬ 
cisely this en'or. 

Comrade Callinicos draws attention to 
a key point. He says: ‘Trotsky made clear 
that united fronts could only work if they 
involved at least a section of the reform¬ 
ist leadership.” If the working class was 
already revolutionary then they would 
simply unite behind the communists pro¬ 
gramme and slogans. There would be no 
need for a united front. The reformist lead¬ 
ers ate leaders because the mass of the 
working class is reformist. So Trotsky is 
absolutely right that we cannot overcome 
the problem of a reformist working class 
without relating correctly to the reform¬ 
ist leaders. 

Sneaky 

Comrades Callinicos sums up the united 
front in the following way. He says that 
“by bringing revolutionaries and reform¬ 
ists together into a common struggle, 
communists could demonstrate to the 
social-democratic rank and file, in prac¬ 
tice rather than in words, the superiority 
of their politics. The united front thus has 
two aspects: (1) it united revolutionaries 
and reformists in a common struggle 
around issues of concern to the work¬ 
ing class as a whole; and (2) it involved 
a struggle for political influence over the 
masses between revolutionaries and re¬ 
formists.” 

It is worth noting that Alex is sneak¬ 
ing in the economistic formula about “is¬ 
sues of concern to the working class as 
a whole”. He surely means issues that 
economistic intellectuals think are of 
concern to the working class as a whole. 
We can hear the Blair mantra that work¬ 
ers as a whole are only concerned about 
‘schools and hospitals’. In fact reformist 
and revolutionaries can unite on a whole 
range of issues to mobilise the working 
class. 

According to comrade Callinicos, the 
united front exists today in its “classic” 
fomi in the Stop the War Coalition. Such 
“classic" united fronts seem to be iden¬ 
tified in single-issue campaigns. In the 
last 20 years we have seen united fronts 
take shape in the miners support com¬ 
mittees, the anti-poll tax movement, the 
campaign against pit closures and the 
Criminal Justice Bill, and the Anti-Nazi 
League. 

However, united fronts can form 
around a more general set of demands, 
such as Globalise Resistance and the 
Socialist Alliance. Callinicos calls these 
“united fronts of a new type”. He says 
that, “whilst these coalitions bring to¬ 
gether revolutionaries and reformists, 
their political platform is much broader 
than some relatively narrowly defined 
campaigning issue”. 

In fact the Scottish Socialist Alliance 
was precisely such a generalised united 
front emerging from a single-issue united 
front - the Scottish anti-poll tax move¬ 
ment. When the SSA became the Scot¬ 
tish Socialist Party, it did not abandon its 


character as a united front of reformists 
and revolutionaries. Rather it took the 
higher form of a ‘united front party’. The 
RDG uses the term ‘communist-Labour 
party’ to express this higher form of 
united front. 

The united front should not therefore 
simply be seen as the opposite of party. 
On the contrary the united front of re¬ 
formists and revolutionaries can be 
raised to the level of party. Such united 
front parties are not simply a theoretical 
possibility, but have existed: for example, 
the German Social Democratic Party of 
the 1880s with Bernstein, Kautsky and 
Luxemburg. The Russian Social Demo¬ 
cratic Labour Party was for much of its 
existence a united front of Bolsheviks 
and Mensheviks. The latter, whilst nomi¬ 
nally revolutionaries, were a reformist, 
social democratic trend. 

Comrade Callinicos makes one other 
useful point by explaining that commu¬ 
nists parties do not just arise from 
gradual recruitment. Taking the example 
of Germany and the United Social Demo¬ 
cratic Party in 1919, he reminds us that 
mass centrist organisations can under the 
right circumstances provide a mass base 
for a communist party. As he says, “Hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of workers moved 
in the space of two years from reformism 
via centrism to revolutionary politics.” 
Of course, if we were in a revolutionary 
situation, we would be building a real 
communist party and splitting the cen¬ 
trists. But in the UK today a mass cen¬ 
trist organisation with a communist wing 
would be a real step forward. 

Our view of the Socialist Alliance is 
similar to the SWP, insofar as we view it 
diorough the prism of the united front. 
But we draw different conclusions. First, 
as Trotsky said, united fronts can only 
be effective if they involve a section of 
the reformist leadership. In fact the So¬ 
cialist Alliance hardly contains a section 
of the reformist leadership. There is no 
Tony Benn, Arthur Scargill, Jeremy 
Corbyn, etc, or any of the reformist trade 
union leaders. Far from making progress 
in the fight for unity, the Socialist Alliance 
actually lost an important component of 
die united front when the SWP failed to 
prevent the Socialist Party from leaving. 

The issue seems to boil down to this. 
Is the SWP actually in favour of a united 
front party at some time in die future? Or 
does the SWP want to limit the SA to a 
lower form of united front for sectarian 
reasons? Far from this gaining socialist 
Labour supporters, we will begin to lose 
the ones we have got. The SA cannot 
stand still. It has got to go forward if it 
wants to gain the ‘big mo’. 

It is not a matter of the S A formally de¬ 
claring itself a party today or at die latest 
tomorrow. That is a red herring. It is about 
setting the aim of a party and then going 
into the working class movement and 
campaigning for a new party. This does 
not foreclose the possibility of Labour 
supporters joining the SA. Many would 
do so because they want to be involved 
in working for the declared aim of party. 
The SSP shows it can be done and is not 
just a pipe dream. 

The debate wdl need to move on. The 
SSP model will increasingly be seen as 
die way forward - not just for reformists, 
but also for communists. So the issue 
should then become: what kind of SSP? 
Should it be nationalist. Labourite or re¬ 
publican? At that point we might even 
get some agreement with the CPGB. 

But before then we will need to answer 
the points made by Jack Conrad ( Weekly 
Worker April 4) • 
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LOCAL ELECTIONS 


Si"' Left challenge 

Thin on 


the ground 


I t is very difficult to determine exactly how many candidates 
the Socialist Labour Party is standing for the May 2 local elec¬ 
tions in England. Nominations are taken locally and not cen¬ 
trally collated by the state, so only efficient, well coordinated 
organisations with good lines of communication are able to con¬ 
fidently determine the total. 

That certainly rules out the SLP, with its crumbling structure 
(what remains of it). There is no denying the huge, almost sin¬ 
gle-handed effort put in by Arthur Scargill to ensure that 114 
deposits were paid and 114 election addresses printed by the 
thousand and delivered to Royal Mail for last year’s general 
election. But he was quite clearly unable to reproduce that ef¬ 
fort on this occasion. In any case running a local campaign needs 
people on the ground - something the SLP does not have. 
Clearly we are contesting nowhere near 114 wards - whose elec¬ 
torate are a fraction of the size of those of parliamentary con¬ 
stituencies. 

Take the capital. There are a total of 16 SLP comrades con¬ 
testing in London. That sounds reasonable, but figures can be 
deceptive - no fewer than 11 of them are contesting four multi¬ 
seat wards in Ealing: tire chosen tenitory of the Indian Workers 
Association and Harpal Brar of the Stalin Society. All of the Ealing 
candidates are Stalinites - as indeed are the five contesting the 
other London seats. 

In short the SLP is standing candidates in only five of the 
capital’s 32 boroughs. Voters in most of the solidly working class 
areas will not be able to put their cross next to the name of an 
SLPer. For example, in Camden, Brent Lewisham, Lambeth, Green¬ 
wich, Hackney, Barking and Dagenham, Tower Hamlets, Hilling¬ 
don and Newham, Socialist Labour is nowhere to be seen: quite 
a contrast to the showing of the Socialist Alliance. 

However, compared to other cities where I know we have 
candidates, the SLP appears almost dynamic in London. In 
Leeds and Manchester, for instance, we have only one candi¬ 
date apiece. Incredibly Socialist Labour’s sole representative in 
Manchester has chosen to stand in one of the five wards where 
the SA is also contesting - Mervyn Drage is opposing Karen 
Reismann in Crumpsal. 


Simon’s lies 

Scargill’s pretence of running a party with “more than 6,000 
members” may be wearing a bit thin, but our general secretary 
is still a well known figure both in Britain and abroad. 

So when he turned up in Rimini at the 5 th Congress of Com¬ 
munist Refoundation earlier this month, he was given a com¬ 
radely welcome. Mind you, according to what I hear, he did not 
seem too pleased when PRC general secretary Fausto Bertinotti 
warned against the Italian working class risking a “defeat” such 
as the British miners suffered at the hands of Thatcher. Arthur 
has always insisted the miners won in 1984-85. 

Apparently he felt equally uncomfortable when comrade 
Bertinotti lambasted the USSR after Lenin’s death: “Stalinism is 
incompatible with communism,” he repeated slowly and delib¬ 
erately. Scargill remained firmly in his seat while the congress 
and most other visitors rose to give the PRC leader a standing 
ovation. But at least Scargill and Brarite Amanda Rose, the other 
SLP representative, were able to mingle with a few like-minded 
comrades - such as from the ultra-Stalinite Workers Party of 
Belgium, with whom he was seen in intense discussions. 

Even worse, Scargill was placed next to the other fraternal 
delegates from Britain: from the Socialist Party and - honor upon 
honors - the Socialist Alliance. I am told that he refused to even 
acknowledge the presence of the CPGB’s Marcus Strom, let 
alone talk to him. Everything I write about the SLP in the Weekly 
Worker is "lies”, Scargill told another visitor. 

The question of Israel/Palestine was one 
which loomed large at the congress, and Scar¬ 
gill was overheard boasting that he had per¬ 
sonally never recognised Israel. Which is very 
strange, considering that the name ‘Socialist 
Labour Party, Great Britain’ appears as one of 
the many signatories to a statement cir¬ 
culated by Arab delegates calling for a 
settlement based on the existence of 
two states • 



A round 200 Socialist Alliance candi¬ 
dates are contesting the May 2 local 
elections for councils in England. 
This is a disappointing figure, representing 
only a tiny fraction of the number of wards 
being contested. But it reflects on the fact 
that so many local SAs were put on the back 
burner or allowed to blink out of existence 
after last year’s general election. 

However, the SA is by far and away the 
left grouping with the most candidates. 
Arthur Scargill’s Socialist Labour Patty pro¬ 
vides the next highest number, although it is 
only possible to estimate the SLP total (see 
Simon Harvey’s article, left). 

Peter Taaffe’s Socialist Party is standing 
33 candidates in 30 wards. Because of the 
undemocratic provisions of the Election 
Registration Act they are ban'ed from using 
their organisation’s name and appear on the 
ballot paper as Socialist Alternative. The SP’s 
most impressive challenge is in Coventry, 
where Dave Nellist looks set to hold on to 
his council seat in St Michaels. The two 
other SP councillors for the ward are not up 
for re-election this year, although their com¬ 
rades are contesting a further seven wards 
in the city. 

Another two Socialist Party members hop¬ 
ing to be re-elected are Ian Page and Sam Dias 
in Lewisham, south London. They face a 
much more difficult task, since ward bounda¬ 
ries have been completely redrawn in the bor¬ 
ough and the SP’s success in the now 
abolished Pepys ward was almost entirely 
down to the personal reputation of comrade 
Page, a former Labour councillor. The SP had 
previously concentrated almost all its work in 
Pepys, and the two will have their work cut 
out to run Labour close in the enlarged Tel¬ 
egraph Hill ward. 

There is a sixth SP councillor, who is also 
trying to hold onto his seat. Paul Malliband 
defected from Labour a year ago and is again 
contesting Preston Brookfield. Despite his 
own personal support, he also faces an up¬ 
hill battle. 

Apart from Pete Glover, who is standing 
once again in Merseyside Bootle, and to a 
lesser extent Julia Leonard (Hillingdon 
Pinkwell) and Mick Griffiths (Wakefield East), 
none of the others are expected to poll high 
votes. 

To its credit, the SP, which walked out of 
the Socialist Alliance after failing to win its 
constitutional proposals at the December 1 
2001 conference, has helped ensure that 
there is no SP-SA clash in the same ward - 
although, with so many seats to choose from, 
there really would have been no excuse not 
to have reached some arrangement. 

That, however, has not prevented the 
Morning Star’s Communist Party of Britain 
from opposing the alliance in another south 
London ward - Peckham, The Lane. This is a 
remarkable achievement, since the CPB is 
standing just four candidates in the whole 
of England. In Peckham Nick Wright - fomier 
Straight Leftist - has always made a point of 
anti-‘Trot’ sectarianism. He simply ignored 
the fact that the SA intended to contest all 
three The Lane seats and put in his own nomi¬ 
nation. 

The other candidates are Monty Goldman 
(Hackney), Martin Levy (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) and Anna Kruthoffer (Walthamstow). 
It is difficult to understand what the CPB is 
hoping to achieve by these continued token 
contests - it should join the Socialist Alliance 
where it would, of course, be free to publicy 
promote its own distinct programme and main¬ 
tain its own profile. 

Another grouping to throw its hat into the 
ring is the Independent Working Class As¬ 
sociation, with a handful of candidates in east 
London and elsewhere. The IWCA was set 
up in 1996 as Red Action’s answer to the SLP, 
and has not been much heard of for several 
years. However, in January Red Action an¬ 
nounced that it was ‘leaving’ the SA (an 
organisation it had never joined on a national 
level), denouncing it as a Socialist Workers 



Dave Nellist: expected to hold 


Party front. It stated then that it would not 
hesitate to oppose the alliance, which it vir¬ 
tually placed in the camp of the class enemy. 
Fortunately though, RA’s new electoral turn 
under the IWCA umbrella has not produced 
any clash. 


In Leeds there are 11 left candidates - five 
comrades from Leeds Left Alliance, four rep¬ 
resenting the SA and one each from the SLP 
and SP. They have all managed to stand in 
separate wards • 

Peter Manson 


Socialist Alliance: www.socialistalliance.net 

Socialist Party in England and Wales: www.socialistparty.org.uk 
Socialist Labour Party: www.socialist-labour-party.org.uk 

Communist Party of Britain (Morning Star): www.communist- 
party.org.uk 

Red Action: www.redaction.org 


Hackney 

Make it happen! 


H ackney Socialist Alliance is putting for¬ 
ward ait ambitious number of candidates 
in the forthcoming local elections. We are 
standing a candidate in 13 out of the 19 wards 
and are supporting the Socialist Party and the 
Communist Party of Britain, who are each 
standing one candidate. 

Paul Foot is standing in Clissold ward 
against Ian Peacock, Hackney’s chair of edu¬ 
cation. Will McMahon is opposing Jules Pipe, 
leader of the Labour group on the council and 
notorious for his Blairite appetite for inflicting 
cuts. Both of these campaigns promise to be 
high-profile. 

One of the problems of the campaign is 
that Hackney has opted for a full postal bal¬ 
lot in these elections. The rules are confus¬ 
ing and there is a lack of information on how 
to vote. Local elections always have a low 
turnout in any case, but it seems that the 
confusion over the postal ballot, linked with 
the demoralisation felt throughout the bor¬ 
ough, will see even less people voting this 
time. 

Although the campaign has been slow in 
getting off the ground, we are planning to 
have a visible and dynamic presence across 
the borough in the next two weeks. It is im¬ 
portant that we do as much canvassing as 
possible in order to get our message across 
and also encourage people to vote. 

Unfortunately at the moment the numbers 
involved in the Socialist Alliance campaign 


appear to be down on the general election. 
Some supporters and members have dropped 
out since then because they were not inte¬ 
grated. Others became demoralised because 
they say the SA only calls them when there is 
an election going on. 

All of this shows the need to build a real 
organisation. The SA cannot even be effec¬ 
tive as an electoral front if it is switched on 
and off. And how can we say we are different 
from the rest if we are not seen as consistent 
fighters for our class on every issue? Votes 
are not all-important - the issue is building an 
effective working class organisation. Para¬ 
doxically the failure to do that will almost cer¬ 
tainly result in lower votes. 

We need to hold and advertise regular meet¬ 
ings, at both ward and borough level, to draw 
new people into the SA and take a qualitative 
step forward. We need to think of the future 
of the S A. What will happen after May 2? The 
response from canvassing shows that there 
is significant raw material out there to build a 
real SA branch in Hackney. 

I believe that we have an obligation to make 
that happen • 

Anne Me Shane 
Socialist Alliance candidate 
Stoke Newington Ward 

To get involved in the campaign ring 
Will Me Mahon, Hackney SA secretary, 
on 020 S525 6616. 
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Democratic questions for 




struggle in a concrete situation, having an 
exceptional character: a growing impasse of 
the parliamentary regime and crumbling of its 
principal parties; a strong disintegration of the 
social capitalist regime; a perspective of acute 
sharpening of the popular struggle. This is 
why we have put forward the substitution of 
the government of the Alianza for one based 
on the free and sovereign Constituent Assem¬ 
bly; the same with the [provincial] governors 
and legislatures, which should pass over to 
provincial constituent assemblies” (En 
Defensa del Marxismo January 2001). 

The recent open letter to the editor of Work¬ 
ers Power by a member of the IBT attempts 
to parallel this debate. “Revolutionaries,” 
writes the comrade, “raise the slogan of a 
constituent assembly in situations where the 
masses of working people have illusions in 
bourgeois electoralism - typically after a pe¬ 
riod of rightwing dictatorship. But Argentina 
has had a functioning bourgeois-democratic 
regime for almost 20 years, and there is wide¬ 
spread anger at the entire spectrum of the 
capitalist political establishment. In this case, 
campaigning for a constituent assembly can 
only create, rather than undercut, popular il¬ 
lusions” (‘Letter to Workers Power’ 
www.bolshevik.org) 

Both Socialist Appeal and the IBT reject 
the constituent assembly demand for, gener¬ 
ally speaking, the same reasons. ‘Bourgeois 
democracy’ has been in place in Argentina 
for some time, argue these comrades. Thus, 
no need for a democratic - ie, political - strug¬ 
gle. All that is needed is achieving a few, rela¬ 
tively paltry, economic demands, topped off 
with the ‘All power to the popular assemblies’ 
war cry. 

Why such a narrow, doctrinaire approach? 
The answer s clear: economism. The diet these 
‘Trotskyist’ comrades offer the Argentine 
workers consists almost exclusively of ‘bread 
and butter’ economic demands poorly plagia¬ 
rised from the Transitional programme, and 
presented as the ‘bridge’ to socialism. 

At the same time, these unfortunate com¬ 
rades offer no political solutions to the very 
political situation facing Argentina’s working 
class. They shamelessly misuse Leon Trot¬ 
sky’s writings on permanent revolution, bend¬ 
ing them in an economistic direction. 

Again, Socialist Appeal provides the best 
example of this. Its definition of a ‘good pro¬ 
gramme,' gleaned from the statements of the 


PO, does not go far beyond immediate eco¬ 
nomic considerations. Demands for nation¬ 
alisation, a minimum wage, and access to bank 
accounts and ‘repudiation’ of the foreign 
debt, topped by the slogan of “Multiply the 
popular assemblies to the point where they 
become a power of the exploited people", make 
up the concrete programme that these peren¬ 
nial Labourites offer to the Argentine work¬ 
ing class. 

The IBT, on the other hand, offers no alter¬ 
native programme to the one proposed by 
WP’s League for a Revolutionary Communist 
International, or its fraternal comrades in Ar¬ 
gentina. the Partido de los Trabajadores por 
el Socialismo (PTS). Instead, the IBT declares: 
“The key task of Trotskyists in Argentina to¬ 
day is to struggle to forge a revolutionary 
leadership based on a programme of proletar¬ 
ian political independence from all wings of 
the bourgeoisie.” 

This analysis, which can only be called ‘per¬ 
manent economism,' stands in stark contrast 
to what Trotsky actually believed and fought 
for. Unlike the various sects that masquerade 
as latter-day Fourth Internationals (or Fourth 
Intemationals-to-be), Trotsky himself clearly 
recognised the importance of the political 
struggle for extreme democracy and did not 
limit himself, or his comrades in the League of 
Communist-Internationalists (predecessor of 
the Fourth International), to economistic dec¬ 
larations. 

In every major event of the class struggle 
in the 1920s and 1930s, Trotsky urged his 
comrades and followers to be the best fight¬ 
ers in the battle for democracy. Throughout 
the writings of Trotsky on China, Germany, 
France and Spain, a common thread of fight¬ 
ing for the greatest, farthest extension of de¬ 
mocracy is advocated. No better example of 
this can be found than Trotsky’s ‘Programme 
of action for France’ - which is regarded by 
the ‘Trotskyists’ as an early version of the 
Transitional programme: 

“We are thus film partisans of a workers’ 
and peasants’ state, which will take the power 
from the exploiters. To win the majority of our 
working class allies to this programme is our 
primary aim. Meanwhile, as long as the ma¬ 
jority of the working class continues on the 
basis of bourgeois democracy, we are ready 
to defend it with all our forces against violent 
attacks from the Bonapaitist and fascist bour¬ 
geoisie .... 
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T he popular revolt in Argentina - the top¬ 
pling of four governments in three days, 
and the mass mobilisations of tens of 
thousands of workers, youth, ‘middle-class’ 
professionals, small producers and shopkeep¬ 
ers - has certainly made Blair and the heads of 
the European Union pause for thought. In the 
context of US imperialism’s ‘Plan Colombia,’ 
and the recently collapsed CIA coup in Ven¬ 
ezuela, there is no question that Washington 
is also paying closer attention. 

The International Monetary Fund and the 
World Bank held up Argentina as a model for 
economic restructuring and anti-labour aus¬ 
terity. US, British and EU imperialism hailed 
the regime of Fernando de la Rua as the kind 
of government to which all those desiring eco¬ 
nomic aid should aspire. In the end, the impe¬ 
rialists were not lying: Argentina was a model 
- just not the one they wanted the world to 
see. 

As the linchpin of the Latin American 
economy, Argentina’s stability was key for the 
implementation of the Free Trade Area of the 
Americas. But, with Washington’s recent 
moves away from ‘free trade’ - imposing tar¬ 
iffs on imported steel and timber - and its con¬ 
centration on the ‘war on terror,’ the upheaval 
in Argentina did not figure too highly on the 
US imperialists’ agenda. 

For Britain and the EU, however, the crisis 
is more acute. Many of the companies sack¬ 
ing workers and closing plants are European- 
owned. AeroKneas Argentinas, the country’s 
national airline, for example, is part-owned by 
Spanish banks. Undoubtedly, the longer there 
is economic and political instability in Argen¬ 
tina, the more nervous European capital be¬ 
comes and the closer they come to demanding 
‘order’ - at the expense of workers. 

As much as the events served as a warn¬ 
ing to capitalism, they also demand that all 
revolutionary-minded workers pay attention. 
It is not overstating tilings to say that Argen¬ 
tina is the closest the working class of any 
country has come to taking power into its own 
hands in over a generation. 

The uprising in mid-December was not sim¬ 
ply a disorganised plebeian revolt. On the 
contrary, both before and after the three days 
that shook the Americas there was a con¬ 
scious effort by militant and revolutionary 
workers, and their organisations, to develop 
committees of struggle. The organisation of 
unemployed workers into committees and 
councils of action were the first manifestations 
of this effort. In the intervening months, neigh¬ 
bourhood committees of workers, students 
and the ‘middle class’, known as ‘popular 
assemblies’, developed in Buenos Aires and 
other major cities. 

Since December, these various types of 
committees have been holding regular con¬ 
gresses. Last February, there was a congress 
of workers’ organisations (both employed and 
unemployed), followed a month later by a 
congress of the popular assemblies. At both 
of these congresses, revolutionary politics 
took centre stage. The demand “for a work- 


Banks ration savings: governments fall 


Join the Socialist Alliance 

I enclose a cheque or postal order for £24 


Name 


... there was a 
conscious 
effort by 
militant and 
revolutionary 
workers, and 
their 

organisations, 
to develop 
committees of 
stru gg le 


ers’ government” was adopted at the con¬ 
gress of workers’ organisations. The congress 
of popular assemblies adopted a demand for 
a “government of the popular assemblies, the 
workers and the picketers, which must con¬ 
vene a sovereign Constituent Assembly”. 

All of this, of course, raises two questions: 
what kind of programme is necessary to fulfil 
these slogans, and is there a revolutionary 
party that is fighting on this basis? Such are 
the fulcra of an ongoing debate that is taking 
place among various strands of the radical and 
revolutionary left around the world. A promi¬ 
nent part of these discussions has concerned 
the correctness of the slogan for a constitu¬ 
ent assembly. 

For example, a recent exchange between 
Ted Grant’s British-based Socialist Appeal 
tendency and the Partido Obrero (Workers’ 
Party) of Argentina revolves precisely around 
the application of this slogan. Another 
glimpse of this debate can be seen in the ‘open 
letter’ polemic of the International Bolshevik 
Tendency - a New Zealand-based split from 
the cultish Spartacist League - against Work¬ 
ers Power for the latter's confused defence of 
the constituent assembly slogan. 

Alan Woods, writing for the Socialist Ap¬ 
peal group, declared their rejection of the 
‘bourgeois-democratic’ demand for a con¬ 
stituent assembly by cynically painting it in 
purely reformist colours: “What does the slo¬ 
gan of a constituent assembly mean exactly? 
Only this: ‘We do not want the present bour¬ 
geois parliamentary regime. We would like an¬ 
other, nicer, more democratic bourgeois 
parliamentary regime’”(‘On the constituent 
assembly slogan’ In Defence of Marxism 
website). 

Comrade Woods has it all figured out: “Un¬ 
der what circumstances should one advance 
such a slogan? There are two possibilities: (1) 
in a semi-feudal or semi-colonial country; and 
(2) in a country where a parliament, elections 
and other democratic rights did not exist. But,” 
the comrade hastens to add, “none of these 
conditions apply to Argentina.” 

Interestingly enough, the PO, which is the 
target of Socialist Appeal’s polemic, an¬ 
swered this argument over a year before: “The 
slogan for the constituent [assembly],” writes 
the PO’s leader, Jorge Altamira, “at the present 
juncture, does not have the character of a his¬ 
toric demand, but rather attempts to give an 
overall political perspective to the masses in 
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socialists 


“A single assembly must combine the leg¬ 
islative and executive powers. Members 
would be elected for two years, by universal 
suffrage and 18 years of age, with no discrimi¬ 
nation of sex or nationality. Deputies would 
be elected on the basis of local assemblies, 
constantly revocable by their constituents, 
and would receive the salary of a skilled 
worker. 

‘This is the only measure that would lead 
the masses forward instead of pushing them 
backward. A more generous democracy 
would facilitate the struggle for workers’ 
power ” (emphasis added, L Trotsky, Writings 
1934-35, pp30-31). 

Comrades of Socialist Appeal and the IBT, 
take note. Here Trotsky not only raises a pro¬ 
gramme of extreme democracy and political 
struggle, but for democratic and imperialist 
France no less! In addition, he raises these 
demands for democracy in the context of a 
broader struggle for socialism - not counter- 
posed to it. Is it any wonder that time and 
again the old man rejected the characterisa¬ 
tion of his views as ‘Trotskyism’? Perhaps he 
knew where his epigones were going. 

The communist programme of extreme de¬ 
mocracy is not forgotten or superseded in the 
midst of a revolutionary situation. On the 
contrary, the democratic programme is en¬ 
riched and its meaning is deepened. A “more 
generous [ie, extreme] democracy” opens up 
new and wider avenues of struggle for the 
working class. The divisions within the capi¬ 
talist class, and between the capitalists and 
their ‘middle class' dependents, brought 
about by constitutional crisis and revolution¬ 
ary upheaval, create the conditions that allow 
for greater political independence of the work¬ 
ing class. 

The ‘more generous’ the democracy - the 
more democracy extends into all facets of eco¬ 
nomic and social life - the more the working 
class learns how to function as a ruling class. 
It is in this ability, this fundamental transfor¬ 
mation of workers from a class in itself (bat¬ 
tling defensively for survival) to a class/or 
itself (conscious of its tasks and organised to 
carry them out) that extreme democracy “fa¬ 
cilitates the struggle for workers’ power”. 

In Argentina today, the programme of 
“more generous”, extreme democracy is cen¬ 
tred on the demand for a constituent assem¬ 
bly, convened by the popular assemblies and 
workers’ organisations. However, it is wrong 
to regard the popular assemblies, at their cur¬ 
rent stage of development, as the basis for 
workers’ power and a workers’ government. 

The popular assemblies represent a con¬ 
crete expression of the cross-class charac¬ 
ter of the upheaval. Within the assemblies 
both the working class and the ‘middle 
classes’ - professionals, small shopkeepers 
and producers, etc - are represented and 
compose the leadership. All the various 
strata of the working class, from the van¬ 
guard to more backward elements, partici¬ 
pate. The National Workers’ Assembly, on 
the other hand, represents the organisation 
of the broader vanguard of the working class, 
organised in the left wing of the trade un¬ 
ions, and revolutionary groups and parties. 
The Workers’ Assembly is obviously more 
revolutionary and militant, but it only encom¬ 
passes a minority of the class as a whole. As 
a result, they represent too narrow a basis 
for a workers’ government. 

The tasks of communists in Argentina re¬ 
volve around the need to transform these two 
parallel assemblies into a united system of 
bodies that can serve as a basis of state power 
and the embryo of a new, workers’ republic 
by winning a majority in them. This is the only 
way that the popular assemblies can, in the 
words of the PO, “take charge of the social 
and political reorganisation of the country” 
(Prensa Obrera February 6). 

The confused programmatic and class 
character of the popular assemblies must be 
resolved in favour of the socialist working 
class. The middle class strata in the assem¬ 
blies, operating independently of the work¬ 
ing class, must give way to a united workers’ 


leadership. The popular assemblies need to 
become workers’ councils, in composition and 
consciousness. (This is not to say that the 
middle class elements must be purged, but 
rather that these elements in the leadership 
must be superceded). 

The programme by which this transforma¬ 
tion can take place should be the central axis 
of discussion for communists and revolution¬ 
ary-minded workers. The economists' sneer¬ 
ing at the political struggle should be seen, in 
the final analysis, as a diversion from the nec¬ 
essary tasks. Nevertheless, it is necessary to 
raise the discussion above their confusion in 
order to aid in advancing the struggle for so¬ 
cialist revolution. 

In exploring the question of programme, it 
is also necessary to answer the question of 
organisation - ie, is there a communist work¬ 
ers’ party that can hammer out that programme 
and lead the working class to power? 

Argentina has a tradition of mass revolu¬ 
tionary organisations with solid ties to the 
most politically advanced strata of the work¬ 
ing class. For the most part, these organisa¬ 
tions emerged from the Trotskyist and Maoist 
movements. And these organisations, their 
descendants and splinters, are the most ac¬ 
tive in the struggle. 

The two most promising organisations in¬ 
volved in the struggles today are the previ¬ 
ously mentioned Partido Obrero and Partido 
de los Trabaj adores por el Socialismo. The PO 
and PTS have put forward programmes that, 
in principle, differ very little. Most of the is¬ 
sues that divide these two organisations are 
of an ideological or doctrinaire character. Un¬ 
der the weight of the revolutionary events, 
however, the divisions have taken on a more 
urgent character. For example, the PO has not 
consistently raised the demand for workers' 
self-defence against counterrevolutionary 
and fascist tenor. 

However, the central weakness of both the 
PO and PTS programmes is their general lack 
of political demands (abolishing the presi¬ 
dency, concentrating legislative power in a 
single parliamentray chamber, annual elec¬ 
tions, holding the judiciary to account, democ¬ 
ratising the army, etc). For the most part, the 
substance of what these comrades call for is 
limited to improving the economic situation 
of the working class, with democratic and 
other political issues raised, at best, in an in¬ 
consistent maimer (eg, racial and national op¬ 
pression, women’s oppression, etc). 

The economism of the modem ‘Trotskyist’ 
movement is hindering the development of the 
Argentine revolution. And it survives due to 
the ongoing doctrinaire, ideological sectari¬ 
anism of the PO, PTS and other organisations. 
In the context of economic crisis and bank¬ 
ruptcy, economic demands of course play a 
central role, but only as a part of the overall 
communist programme. And no partial pro¬ 
gramme can guide the working class to vic¬ 
tory. 

A unified, revolutionary and democratic 
Communist Party in Argentina is the only 
organisation that can, through its work, de¬ 
velop a consistently communist programme 
that addresses the economic, social and po¬ 
litical needs of the working class. A fusion of 
the PO and PTS, freed from doctrinaire sec¬ 
tarianism and economism, and seeking to 
merge further with the masses of advanced 
workers in Argentina, could become the core 
of a new communist workers’ party. Such a 
party would act as a clear pole of attraction 
for revolutionary-minded workers in other left 
organisations - especially the Maoist Partido 
Comunista Revolucionario, whose leadership 
seeks to transform the struggle of Argentine 
workers into a new popular front. 

All workers, whether they are in Berlin, Bir¬ 
mingham or Beijing, have a stake in the suc¬ 
cess of the Argentine revolution. The victory 
of the working class in Argentina, and the 
establishment of a workers’ republic, would 
shake the world to its very foundations, just 
as the Russian workers and peasants did 85 
years ago • 

Christopher Pike 


Fighting back 

Resolution of the National 
Workers’ Assembly 


This National Workers’ 
Assembly considers that: 

1. The Duhalde government is an enemy of the 
working class and the people, responsible for 
the devaluation that destroyed our wages, for 
the confiscation of small savings, for the 
‘pesification’ that reduced at our expense the 
debts of the native exploiters, and for the com¬ 
mitment to pay the foreign debt. It is a govern¬ 
ment that conceals with lies about ‘national 
sovereignty’ its policy of plunder at the service 
of the great monopolies, while simultaneously 
carrying out the dictates of the IMF. We put for¬ 
ward for the consideration of all workers our plan 
of struggle, whose ultimate aim is to provide a 
way out of the crisis for the people. That means 
the expulsion of Duhalde and the class of plun¬ 
derers that put him in government. 

2. The ‘agreement’ sponsored by the catholic 
church and the United Nations is a political ma¬ 
noeuvre directed at coopting, manipulating and 
dividing the workers’ organisations in order to 
preserve the regime. Consequently we repudi¬ 
ate the ‘agreement’ and denounce the support 
for this policy by the unions and political forces 
(PJ, UCR, Frepaso, ARI, Polo Social, Frenapo). 

3. The ‘crisis councils’ or ‘consultative councils’, 
through which the government tries to channel 
its social plans, are organisations aimed at turn¬ 
ing social aid into a source of capitalist business 
and manipulating or debilitating the genuine 
organisations of unemployed people. We de¬ 
nounce the use of employment plans in order 
put cheap manual labour at the service of the 
bankrupt companies for 50 dollars. We call for a 
boycott of these ‘committees’ of ‘emergency’ or 
‘crisis’ and for mobilisation for the totality of our 
demands and their control by the unemployed 
organisations. 

4. The popular assemblies (including the Inter- 
Neighbourhood Assembly of Parque Centenario 
in Buenos Aires) and the picketers and workers’ 
assemblies are organising a huge number of 
struggles. They must take into their hands the 
solution of the most urgent problems of the 
masses: work, health, education, housing. We 
must build and strengthen the popular assem¬ 
blies all over the country in order to provide a 
workers’ alternative to the current situation. The 
strategy of the picketers and the combative 
unions grouped in this National Assembly is to 
incorporate into the present picketers’ struggle 
the industrial labour movement and the great 
privatised public services. It is impossible to 
defeat the present government and the prevail¬ 
ing regime without the support of the workers at 
the main centres of production and the essen¬ 
tial services like electricity, gas, telecommuni¬ 
cations and transport. 

5. The CCC and FTV-CTA must break off all nego¬ 
tiations with the government behind the back of 
the picketers’ movement and join the struggle 
to guarantee its triumph. The policy of harbour¬ 
ing illusions in governments at the service of 
native and foreign exploiters has failed. In op¬ 
position to that policy we put forward the 
picketers’ programme, which not only demands 
work schemes under the control of the unem¬ 
ployed organisations, but also the rejection of 
devaluation, the non-payment of the foreign 
debt, the nationalisation of the banking system, 
and that the minimum wage and unemployment 
benefit should cover the minimal expenses of 
an average family. We call for a discussion over 
such a programme to begin right now with these 
organisations, in the framework of the struggle 
and the plan of struggle. 


6. In the light of the situation we raise the fol¬ 
lowing programme: 

• Freedom for Raul Castells, Emilio All, Peralta 
and the rest of the imprisoned comrades. 

• The dropping of all charges against militants. 

• The trial and punishment of those who directed 
and carried out the murders committed on De¬ 
cember 19 and 20. 

• The trial and punishment of the murderers of 
the comrades in the provinces of Salta 
(Justiniano, Gomez, Veron, Barrios and Santillan) 
and Corrientes. 

• Non-payment of the external debt. 

• Nationalisation of the banking system and of 
the main enterprises. 

• Statisation of pension funds. 

• The prohibition of dismissals and suspensions. 

• Statisation and operation under workers’ con¬ 
trol of all companies that close down or fire em¬ 
ployees, and, under the same conditions, the 
reopening of all those that have closed. 

• Immediate devolution of small savings. 

• For genuine and permanent work, through the 
distribution of available working hours, without 
affecting the minimum wage. 

• Wages and unemployment benefits must cover 
the minimal expenses of an average family and 
be adjusted in line with inflation. 

• Out with Duhalde and the IMF. For a workers’ 
government. 

7. This assembly represents a continuation of all 
the movements of struggle and organisation 
that turned the picketers’ movement into a de¬ 
cisive factor in the national political situation. 
A continuation of the Santiaguenazo and the 
Cutralcazo, of the uprisings of Mosconi and 
Tartagal and of the massive road blocks in La 
Matanza. These struggles open up the possibil¬ 
ity of resolving in favour of the workers the cri¬ 
sis of power affecting the system of exploitation 
in our country. 

8. We must act, because the tenacious action 
of the people has still not culminated in a vic¬ 
tory, but in the usurpation of an illegitimate gov¬ 
ernment, which is a puppet of the plunderers. 
For that reason we propose the following plan 
of struggle: 

• From February 18: rebuilding of road blocks, to 
be kept in place indefinitely. 

• February 20: road blocks, national mobilisa¬ 
tion and cacerolazo [demonstration with pots 
and pans], together with the popular assemblies 
and the Inter-Neighbourhood Assembly, in Plaza 
de Mayo and all the seats of government in the 
provinces, two months after the popular rebel¬ 
lion and the murder of the comrades. 

• February 25: the blocking of access to the oil 
companies and the privatised enterprises. 

• March 2: national mobilisation for the freedom 
of All, Castells, Peralta and all the incarcerated 
workers, for the freedom of Bertola and 
Quinteros and other political prisoners, and for 
the removal of all charges against the comrades. 
Trial and punishment of those responsible for 
December 19 and 20. 

• Monday March 4 to Friday March 8: national 
demonstration of workers, coordinated with the 
popular assemblies, assembling in Plaza de 
Mayo from the interior of the country. Coordina¬ 
tion with the boycott of the launching of the new 
educational year. 

• Active support for the occupations of Zanon, 
Bruckman, for the blocking of roads, for the mo¬ 
bilisation of the unemployed in the city of Bue¬ 
nos Aires, for the struggle of the railway workers 
of the Sarmiento line, for the workers of 
Quebecor and similar struggles. 

A new Assembly of Employed and Unemployed 
Workers is called for April 2 • 

February 17 2002 
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REPUBLICAN COUNTERBLASTS 

Revolution of the world 




HA share in two revolutions,’ 
wrote Thomas Paine in a let¬ 
ter to George Washington, 
“is living to some purpose.’’ Most revo¬ 
lutionaries would count themselves for¬ 
tunate indeed if they participated in just 
one revolution. Paine, however, partici¬ 
pated not only in the American and 
French revolutions of the 18th century; 
if events had been just slightly different 
he would have participated in a third in 
his homeland. He was also a leading 
force in two intellectual revolutions 
against kingcraft and priestcraft. 

Paine was bom into humble circum¬ 
stances - his father was a staymaker - in 
an East Anglia where social relations re¬ 
mained largely feudal. The son of a 
Quaker father and an Anglican mother, 
Paine was bom at a time when Quakers 
were lobbying strongly for the abolition 
of the payment of tithes to the established 
church. This was a time when Quakers, 
with their disrespect for political and re¬ 
ligious authority, were still considered 
subversive. 

At the age of seven Paine went to 
Thetford Grammar School (at one time it 
refused to have any of his books in its 
library). There he started reading the 
works of such rebels as Milton and 
Bunyan. After five years of education he 
was apprenticed to his father in the 
staymaking trade. Staymaking did not 
suit Paine and at the end of his appren¬ 
ticeship he made for London. 

There he attended lectures on science 
and developed an interest in politics. He 
was for a while a Methodist lay preacher. 
He found work as an excise man, finally 
taking up a post in Lewes, which in the 
Civil War had been a republican strong¬ 
hold. 

In Lewes he took part in the debates 
in the Headstrong Club, amusing his fel¬ 
lows with his poetry, some of which was 
of high quality. He attempted to improve 
the lot of excise men, only to be victim¬ 
ised. 

At the age of 37 he set sail for America. 


After mobilising a million to honour one Queen Elizabeth 
official Britain is readying to mobilise for the other Queen 
Elizabeth’s golden jubilee. But there is another Britain, an 
unofficial Britain of revolution and democracy. Terry Liddle 
remembers an outstanding opponent of monarchism 


The American colonies were in a state of 
political ferment, the colonists coming 
increasingly into conflict with the authori¬ 
ties, who taxed them heavily without al¬ 
lowing them political representation. 

Having survived an outbreak of ty¬ 
phus, Paine settled in Philadelphia, where 
he became editor of the Pennsylvania 
Magazine, which he filled with his po¬ 
etry and articles on science and social and 
political affairs. He advocated the aboli¬ 
tion of slavery. 

Hostilities between the British and the 
colonists opened with the Battle of 
Lexington. Paine published a pamphlet 
Common sense which is credited with 
laying the foundations of American de¬ 
mocracy. Lor the first time Paine attacked 
the institution of monarchy. For him 
monarchy was not only dangerous and 
destructive: it was also plain daft. It was 
Paine who originated the idea of a United 
States. 

After a bitter revolutionary struggle in 
which Paine served as a soldier, political 
advisor and war reporter America de¬ 
feated mad George’s redcoats and Ger¬ 
man mercenaries and won its freedom. 
When the Americans faltered, Paine ral¬ 
lied them with his attacks on sunshine 
patriots and summer soldiers. He would 
have extended the new-found freedom 
to the slaves, but his designs were 
thwarted by the rich landowners whose 
prosperity depended on slavery. 

Paine returned to England in 1787, and 


Towards a Socialist 
Alliance party 


Some comrades in the SA say we should settle for a loose con¬ 
glomeration of leftwing groups and local campaigns. Others want 
a ‘relatively durable’ united front. For these comrades the word 
‘party’, when it comes to the SA, is anathema. 

Of course such comrades already have their own ‘party’. Jack 
Conrad argues, however, that there is no party. They are groups 
or sects. Members who disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are 
expected to gag themselves in public. Either that or face expul¬ 
sion. 

Such organisations might have had some justification as long 
as they kept alive the embers of the revolutionary tradition. No 
longer. The Socialist Alliance must become a party and seek to 
arm itself with the most advanced theory. 

In reality we are already a party in many senses. We have a 
common elected leadership, common election candidates and 
common finances. The Socialist Alliance is also officially regis¬ 
tered as a party. What matters is not the name, but creating a 
genuine party ethos. Drawing on an extensive study of history 
and containing a thorough analysis of the submissions to the 
Socialist Alliance’s pivotal December 1 conference, this booklet 
presents the ways and means of arriving at that end. 

The second edition of Towards a Socialist Alli¬ 
ance party contains extensive new material and 
has been updated throughout. 

Available from the CPGB address. 




£7.00 (Includes p&p) 


Thomas Paine: internationalist 


in 1789 revolution broke out in France. It 
found an ardent supporter in Paine. He 
had started making plans for what was 
to be his political masterpiece Rights of 
man. It was written in part as a rejoinder 
to a vicious attack on the revolution by 
Paine’s former friend, Edmund Burke. 
Burke had been scared witless by the 
violence of the Parisian people, dancing 
wildly to their anthem (fa ira, directed 
against the hated aristocrats. On a visit 
to Paris Paine, having forgotten his hat 
with the tricolour cockade, narrowly es¬ 
caped being strung up as an aristocrat. 

The first part of Rights of man ap¬ 
peared three months after Burke’s book. 
In his spirited defence of the Trench 
Revolution Paine made statements which 
to the ruling class seemed dangerous, if 
not openly seditious. For example, in ex¬ 
plaining the actions of the national as¬ 
sembly in preparing a constitution, he 
states that the authority of the people 
was the only authority on which govern¬ 
ment had a right to exist in any country. 
He added that the continual use of the 
word ‘constitution’ in the English parlia¬ 
ment proved that there was none. If there 
was no constitution, then the king mled 
without authority. 

Paine’s book was received with enthu¬ 
siasm. The Society for Constitutional In¬ 
formation. dormant for a decade, was 
reanimated. It prepared the first cheap 
edition of Paine’s book and Paine became 
a member. In Birmingham a ‘church and 
king’ mob rioted, destroying the home 
of Joseph Priestly, a scientist and lead¬ 
ing radical. The government commis¬ 
sioned a hostile biography of Paine. It 
was written by a civil servant. 

Part two appeared a year after the first 
part. By 1793 sales of the combined work 
had reached over200.000. At a time when 
the print run of a serious book was usu¬ 
ally less than a thousand and the literate 
population was around four million, this 
was a remarkable success. It was trans¬ 
lated into numerous languages from 
Magyar to Gaelic. 

In his preface to part two Paine wrote: 
“I do not believe that monarchy and ar¬ 
istocracy will continue seven years 
longer in any of the enlightened coun¬ 
tries of Europe.” In chapter two he stated: 
“It could have been no difficult thing in 


the early and solitary ages of the world 
... for banditti of ruffians to overrun a 
country, and lay it under contributions. 
Their power being thus established, the 
chief of the band contrived to lose the 
name of ‘robber’ in that of ‘monarch’ ...” 
(T Paine Rights of man Hannondsworth 
1977, pl90). 

He continued: “All hereditary govern¬ 
ment is in its nature tyranny. An heritable 
crown, or heritable throne ... have no 
other significant explanation than that 
mankind are heritable property. To inherit 
a government is to inherit the people .. 
(pl94). He concluded : “Every govern¬ 
ment that does not act on the principle 
of a republic, or in other words, that does 
not make the res publica its whole and 
sole object, is not good government. 
Republican government is no other than 
government established and conducted 
for the interest of the public, as well indi¬ 
vidually as collectively” (p200). 

In discussing constitutions he wrote: 
“If we begin with William of Normandy, 
we find that the government of England 
was originally a tyranny, founded on an 
invasion and conquest of the country” 
(p214). 

In chapter 5 Paine outlined his plan for 
a system of social security, stating: “... 
the resources of a country are lavished 
on kings ... and even the poor them¬ 
selves, with all their wants upon them, 
are compelled to support the fraud that 
oppresses them” (p240). Paine’s plan in¬ 
cluded old-age pensions, which would 
start at 50, maternity grants and grants 
for the education of children. It was not 
socialism, but it was in many ways bet¬ 
ter than the present bureaucratic muddle 
which stills reeks of the Poor Law, with 
its view of the poor as undeserving and 
in need of penalties rather than relief. 

At a dinner organised by the Revolu¬ 
tion Society, which had been set up to 
celebrate the fall of the Stuarts in 1688, 
Paine was toasted and a song composed 
in his honour sung. Paine’s reply was a 
toast to the world revolution. This was 
probably the first time the concept had 
been aired in public and Paine, who said 
that his country was the world, was the 
first modem international revolutionary. 

Constitutional societies sprang up in 
Manchester and other towns, which dis¬ 
tributed Paine's book in large numbers. 
More alarming to the authorities was the 
formation of the London Corresponding 
Society. This had its base in the class of 
intelligent, literate artisans of which Paine 
was a member. It maintained relations 
with some 19 similar societies and with 
the Jacobin Club in Paris. 

The government was also unhappy at 
the distribution of the Rights of man 
amongst rank and file soldiers and sail¬ 
ors. The book was in great demand in 
Ireland, where the Society of United Irish¬ 
men made Paine an honorary member. 
The Irish started to ami and fotm a citi¬ 
zens’ army. 

On May 21 1792 Pitt's government is¬ 
sued a proclamation against “wicked and 
seditious writings”. This was aimed at 
Paine. Spies and informers were set to 
work and the prosecutions and imprison¬ 
ments of radicals stalled. Paine was con¬ 
stantly followed by spies. The reactionary 


mob was plied with beer and whipped into 
a fury. Paine was burned in effigy. 

He was issued with a summons to an¬ 
swer charges of having uttered a sedi¬ 
tious libel. The publisher of the first 
edition of Rights of man was brought to 
trial and pleaded guilty. Paine’s trial was 
postponed until December. 

It is said that Paine fled to France to 
avoid prosecution. In fact he went to take 
his seat in the national convention, to 
which he had been elected by the voters 
of the Pas de Calais, having been made a 
French citizen. Back in England, Paine 
was tried in absentia and found guilty. 
Outside the court demonstrators chanted 
“Paine for ever!” 

Paine did not speak French and his 
speeches had to be translated. However, 
he did manage to make an eloquent plea 
for revolutionary unity. Later he called for 
the life of the king, who had been sen¬ 
tenced to death, to be spared. Marat at¬ 
tacked him, stating that as a Quaker Paine 
had no right to comment on such mat¬ 
ters. 

Power in France was passing from the 
Girondins to the Jacobins. The king was 
executed and Paine feared that those who 
argued for his life would be next. He went 
into self-imposed exile in Saint Denis - 
nowadays a suburb of Paris. He thought 
the revolution was degenerating and 
violating the standards for human rights 
it had set. When the Jacobins staged a 
coup against the remaining Girondins in 
the convention Paine found his entry 
barred by the national guard. Jacobins 
from his constituency alleged he had lost 
the confidence of the electorate. On 
Christmas Day 1793, Paine was arrested 
and taken to the Luxemburg prison. Held 
without trial, he became seriously ill. 

Thanks to the efforts of James Monroe, 
Paine was finally liberated and he re¬ 
turned to America. In prison he had 
worked on The Age of reason, a devas¬ 
tating critique of religious orthodoxy. 
Paine was not an atheist, but he realised 
that the claims made for the literal truth 
of the bible were absurd and he set out 
to demolish them. This was a work which 
won him no friends amongst the estab¬ 
lishment. For freethinkers it served, and 
still serves, as an inspiration. 

Back in America Paine found that the 
revolution there had also degenerated. 
Vicious attacks on him as an infidel were 
made by the press. It was alleged that his 
friend and future president, Thomas 
Jefferson, had offered him the sexual serv¬ 
ices of a female slave. 

In France Paine had got to know ex¬ 
iled Irish revolutionaries such as Wolfe 
Tone and Napper Tandy. Inspired by his 
ideas, they attempted a rising in Ireland 
in 1798, only to see it drowned in blood. 
In 1803 another rising, led by Robert 
Emmett, was also crushed. Paine urged 
France to aid the insurgent Irish. 

By now growing old. he retired to his 
farm at New Rochelle. There he died in 
1809. Some years later his bones were 
brought back to England by William 
Cobbet. who had been a fierce opponent 
and then a staunch defender of Paine. 
Eventually they were lost. Paine, the 
world revolutionary, has no known final 
resting place. 

But more important than his bones 
were Paine’s democratic republican ideas. 
Despite attempts by the right to misap¬ 
propriate them and present Paine as a 
defender of bourgeois property, they 
belong firmly in our tradition - that of the 
struggle for the liberation of our class and 
of all of humanity. 

While the media elevates the banal and 
magnifies to near sainthood booze-sod- 
den feudal relics, we should remember 
and celebrate Paine and his valiant strug¬ 
gles for the revolution of the world. We 
still have a world to win • 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


Executive 

Debating Palestine and 
deepening union work 


A truncated meeting in London of 
the Socialist Alliance executive 
committee on Saturday April 13 
dealt with three main issues: Palestine/ 
Israel, our trade union work and the im¬ 
pending local government elections on 
May 2. 

Not surprisingly, given the differ¬ 
ences on the executive, the discussion 
on Palestine/Israel was sharp and 
heated at times, though conducted in a 
fraternal manner. From a CPGB point of 
view, the outcome was wrong, with the 
SA tailing the SWP’s tailing of any 
movement against imperialism, irre¬ 
spective of its politics. There is no criti¬ 
cism of political islam. No distinction 
drawn between the secular and demo¬ 
cratic resistance to the Israeli aggression 
and oppression of Palestine, on the one 
side, and the religio-political programme 
of the islamist reactionaries, on the other. 
The problem of course is that the ma¬ 
jority position on Israel basically denies 
it is a nation that has a right to exist. 
These positions will once again be de¬ 
bated out at the Socialist Alliance na¬ 
tional council on May 11. 

Most time was taken up with our trade 
union work. After the success of the 
March 16 conference, the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance is in a good position to build upon 
this. The report from trade union officer 
Mark Hoskisson (Workers Power), com¬ 
bined with a motion from Martin Thomas 
of the Alliance for Workers' Liberty, 
leaves us well placed to advance the 
whole Socialist Alliance project. 

Our union work will be vital in moving 
us beyond seeing the Socialist Alliance 
in purely electoral terms, and the decision 
to formalise SA union networks through 
the appointment of convenors is a step 
forward towards serious fraction work. 
(As yet the convenors are unelected. We 
agreed that the trade union committee - 
which is itself unelected, although ac¬ 
countable to the executive - should ap¬ 
point them at this stage. This state of 
affairs needs to be democratised, as the 
process develops.) 

This very welcome move by the EC 
comes after the decision of SA railwork- 
ers to form a fraction made up of RMT, 
Aslef and TSSA members. I am pleased 
therefore that my earlier motion calling for 
fraction work - laid on the table at the 
previous executive - is now redundant. 

The main decisions relating to trade 
union work were to: 

• promote Matt Wrack’s pamphlet on 
trade union political funds; 

• seek debates in unions and work¬ 
places between the Socialist Alliance 
and Blairites on the political fund; 

• organise and publicise 
fringe meetings 
at union confer¬ 
ences; 

• use the con¬ 



tacts established at the March 16 con¬ 
ference to develop networks of SA sup¬ 
porters in the unions - and to put the 
names and contact details of the conven¬ 
ors of the networks on the website; 

• consider organising a demo or action 
around the TUC congress on an anti¬ 
privatisation theme; 

• convene an expanded trade union com¬ 
mittee in the autumn; 

• examine ways of building a united un¬ 
ion campaign against privatisation and 
for a major national trade union demon¬ 
stration against privatisation and for 
public services - hopefully in coopera¬ 
tion with the PCSU and Unison; 

• write to the Liaison Committee for the 
Defence of Trade Unions to seek further 
cooperation for a future rank and file 
conference; 

• build the broadest unity of the left in 
Labour-affiliated unions to campaign 
against ‘extra’ union payments to Blair- 
ite MPs and to New Labour centrally; 

• support the May Day demonstration 
for public services, for workers’ rights, 
and against war, called by the Greater 
London Association of Trade Union 
Councils and supported by Unions 
Fightback, Globalise Resistance, etc 
(leaves Clerkenwell Green at noon); 

• support the rally for a workers’ charter 
of trade union rights, called by the United 
Campaign for the Repeal of the Anti- 
Trade Union Laws on April 27. 

Three suggestions were left for further 
discussion: campaigns for referendums 
on public services versus privatisation; 
local Socialist Alliance workplace bulle¬ 
tins; a follow-up trade-union conference 
against privatisation, maybe jointly with 
other bodies. 

On the idea of trade union- sponsored 
referenda, comrades Mark Hoskisson 
and John Rees (Socialist Workers Party) 
argued that pushing for them could be a 
diversion from direct industrial struggle. 
I feel that comrade Hoskisson had genu¬ 
ine concerns. He believes we should 
stick to what we know. However, I sus¬ 
pect that comrade Rees is trying to en¬ 
sure that the Socialist Alliance does not 
branch out too much. As Alex Callinicos 
says in Socialist Review, the SA has a 
very “specific constituency” (April 2002). 
It is just a united front after all for Labour¬ 
ites. Using novel tactics is not in its re¬ 
mit 

I strongly support organising referen¬ 
dums. The example from Wakefield, 
South Yorkshire shows that such refer¬ 
enda can be useful in mobilising the com¬ 
munity against New Labour’s privatisa¬ 
tion plans. Further, they would help to 
politicise the fight against privatisation, 
taking it beyond mere strikism. Another 
aspect is that they would give all local 
alliances a national campaign to pursue 
that is relevant to branch-building on the 
ground. There is a real danger that the 


Democratising the funds 

If you would like to invite a speaker from the Social¬ 
ist Alliance to address your trade union branch or 
wish to order copies of the pamphlet, please con¬ 
tact the SA at: Socialist Alliance, 

Wickham House, 10 Cleveland Way, London El 4TR 

www.socialistalliance.net 

office@socialistalliance.net 



Mark Hoskisson: concerns 


SWP majority could turn off the Social¬ 
ist Alliance tap after the local elections, 
as they did after the general election last 
year. 

On workplace bulletins, some argued 
that they were beyond our resources. 
There were a lot of red herrings thrown 
up during this debate. Comrade Tho¬ 
mas’s motion merely said that we should 
“encourage” such bulletins. Clearly, 
where they are beyond our resources, 
they will not happen. But it is incumbent 
on a leadership to point the way ahead. 

On the follow-up conference, there 
were worries about seeming to repeat the 
March success by just doing the same 
again, but maybe on a smaller scale. 
There are many events to fit into the alli¬ 
ance’s agenda. It was suggested that we 
should not attempt another trade union 
conference this year, unless it is jointly 
organised with the LCDTU. None of the 
three ideas was rejected; all will be dis¬ 
cussed further. 

Palestine/Israel was the most contro¬ 
versial debate. It originated from an email 
canvass of executive opinion about slo¬ 
gans for Socialist Alliance placards on 
the afternoon of April 13 demonstration 
called by the Muslim Association of Brit¬ 
ain. 

Socialist Alliance secretary Rob Hove- 
man had proposed ‘Victory to the 
intifada! Free Palestine!’There was no 
opposition from those canvassed. At the 
executive, comrade Hoveman moved the 
original motions. Martin Thomas, hav¬ 
ing returned from Australia, suggested 
three alternatives: ‘Solidarity with Pales¬ 
tine! Israel out of the occupied territories! 
Two nations, two states!’ 

I was in the enviable position of being 
able to support all five slogans. However, 
given a straight choice, I preferred Mar¬ 
tin Thomas’s to Rob Hoveman’s. This 
was not how we proceeded. Instead, we 
voted on each individual slogan. Only 
myself, Martin Thomas and Dave Church 


supported ‘Two nations, two states’. 
There were nine votes against, with Steve 
Godward abstaining. 

‘Israel out of the occupied territories’ 
received the support of eight executive 
members with one abstention. All three 
SWPers opposed this slogan - John Rees 
saying it was not “a priority". Perhaps 
the problem the SWP has with this slo¬ 
gan is that it implies that there is an Israel 
that has somewhere to go - a tacit recog¬ 
nition of its right to exist. The final three 
slogans were passed, with Martin Tho¬ 
mas and Dave Church opposing ‘Victory 
to the intifada’, on the basis that the aims 
of the uprising were ambiguous (‘Israel 
out of the occupied territories’, is the aim 
of the secular wing of the intifada). We 
then voted on our priority slogans which 
were identical to those of the SWP: ‘Vic¬ 
tory to the intifada! Free Palestine!’ 

Comrade Thomas was quite right to 
bring up questions regarding the nature 
of the April 13 demonstration which had 
several anti-semitic sections. Comrade 
Thomas said that the website of the 
Muslim Association has a link to a reac¬ 
tionary Pakistani fundamentalist group¬ 
ing. However, that does not mean we 
should have boycotted such an impor¬ 
tant demonstration, as Martin seemed to 
imply, but gone along to intervene, not 
least against political islam. 

Weyman Bennett (SWP) argued that 
to do so would imply that all muslims 
were reactionary fundamentalists. A 
further implication was that a refusal to 
take part in the demonstration would be 
a form of anti-muslim ‘racism’. He said: 
“You wouldn’t have such objections to 
a demonstration called by Christians.” I 
did point out that the demonstration of 
Gerry Falwell or other such Christian 
fundamentalists would certainly be op¬ 
posed by me. 

John Rees said that the Palestinian 
struggle against Israel should be spoken 
of in similar terms as the struggle of the 


French and Italian Resistance against 
Nazi occupation in World War H Com¬ 
rade Bennett commented that Israel was 
like South Africa, while Rob Hoveman 
added that we should not condemn the 
suicide-bombers, but explain their ac¬ 
tions as resulting from Israeli oppression. 

The executive went on to discuss the 
May 2 local elections. We have about 200 
candidates in the field - 90 in London and 
around 100 elsewhere - fewer than the 300 
we expected. We are reaching far fewer 
numbers of people than we did in the 
general election and this can only be a 
step back. Apart from one side of our 
election leaflet, we have not been running 
much of a national campaign. The mani¬ 
festo is still not ready. 

This relatively poor performance is due 
to the initial ‘steer’ of conservatism given 
by the majority on the executive and the 
majority group in the alliance - the SWP. 
Realising that we would fall far short of 
even the cautious target of 300, the SWP 
adjusted its advice to its members, but it 
came too late for us to really stretch our¬ 
selves. 

I moved a motion in this section call¬ 
ing on the executive to recognise the 
right of candidates to mention their trade 
union and political affiliations in their 
election communication. Anne Me 
Shane, standing for the alliance in Hack¬ 
ney, was barred from stating her member¬ 
ship of the CPGB (although other CPGB 
candidates have not experienced similar 
difficulties). After much procrastination 
her personal statement described her as 
a “communist”. 

There is a point of political honesty 
here. Candidates should really declare all 
their interests to the voters - otherwise 
they leave themselves open to charges 
of subterfuge and deceit. However, after 
some debate, I agreed to the suggestion 
that the motion be merely ‘noted’. 

We are planning a national launch of 
our election campaign and our hard 
pressed media officer John Rees is to 
prepare an information pack and press 
release, with a particular focus on the 
regional, as well as national, papers. 

Finally, the national council will de¬ 
cide on the dates and priorities for forth¬ 
coming events. We agreed that the 
Socialist Alliance should have a 
conference to decide our position on the 
euro. There is a vague proposal for a 
future union conference. We need to 
have an AGM and Mandy Baker has 
proposed the SA organise a youth- 
oriented conference on ‘The new 
imperialism, new internationalism’, 
which the CPGB is supporting. 

I think that we should hold a two-day 
conference in September, with the AGM 
combined with the euro debate. This 
should be followed by a youth/student 
conference aimed at building for the 
November European Social Forum in Flor¬ 
ence. The SWP has proposed a French 
Communist Party-style festival for May 
Day or Easter next year, which seems a 
great idea. 

So far, the SWP is opposed to the 
youth conference, preferring to let the 
preparations for the European Socialist 
Forum look after themselves. It seems 
that it does not want its comrades get¬ 
ting confused about which united front 
they are in at any one time ... • 

Marcus Strom 
SA executive committee 
member 
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PALESTINE/ISRAEL 

Programmatic confusion 


R ecent bloody events in the Middle 
East culminating in Sharon’s inva¬ 
sion of the Palestine Authority’s ter¬ 
ritories and the systematic attempt to destroy 
every institution of the Palestinian statelet - 
everything from the police force to the hos¬ 
pitals - has forced a much needed and wel¬ 
come debate within the ranks of the Socialist 
Alliance, both on the SA’s email discussion 
list and on the national executive. The sec¬ 
ond meeting of our national council will also 
discuss the Palestine-Israel issue when it 
meets on May 11. 

Within the context of an Israeli final solu¬ 
tion and a growing movement in solidarity 
with the Palestinian people globally, the im¬ 
portance of such a debate should hardly 
need emphasising. 

Unfortunately, as we know, the politics of 
the alliance majority are characterised by 
economistic one-sidedness. Hence three of 
the SA's five principal supporting organisa¬ 
tions (Socialist Workers Party, Workers 
Power, International Socialist Group) line up 
behind the call for the outright destruction 
of Israel. 

Indeed this whole debate around Israel/ 
Palestine shows how the left’s position on 
the national question in general - as well as 
specifically in regard to the Middle East - is 
hopelessly muddled, to say the least. 

Our biggest supporting organisation, the 
SWP, used the opportunity presented by the 
April 13 Palestine solidarity demonstration, 
called by the Muslim Association of Britain, 
to campaign with a petition under the slo¬ 
gan, ‘Two states are no solution’ - a posi¬ 
tion that it has hardly been shy to give 
expression to. Socialist Worker explains the 
SWP’s position thus: “The only option for 
real peace and justice in the Middle East is a 
democratic and secular state of Palestine” 
which has “full rights for all national minori¬ 
ties” (March 23). 

So the SWP recognises - literally in pass¬ 
ing - that such a state would have a national 
question to be addressed. Clearly the larg¬ 
est of the “national minorities” would be the 
Israeli jews. Given that Socialist Worker sup¬ 
ports their “full rights”, do they thus have 
the right to secede and form their own state, 
if they so desire? If not, what exactly is meant 
by the formulation? 

Alex Callinicos, writing in one of the SWP’s 
series of ‘Education for socialists’ pamphlets 
on the national question, gives a clue. He ex¬ 
horts his reader to “always remember that 
Lenin defended the right to self-determina¬ 
tion of oppressed nations”. The national 
question is then incorporated into a broader 
concept of ‘anti-imperialist struggle'. Nation¬ 
alism “which triumphs only through the op¬ 
pression of others, thereby strengthening 
imperialism”, is not to be supported. The 
right to self-determination is “confined to 
those movements whose demands for na¬ 
tional independence bring them into conflict 
with imperialism, and whose victory will 
therefore undermine imperialism” (original 
emphasis Marxism and the national ques¬ 
tion pi 6). 

Comrade Clive Searle argued a similar line 
on the SA discussion list recently. For him, 
like comrade Callinicos, the issue at hand was 
simple: “Are you on the side of the op¬ 
pressed or the oppressor? Israel is the op¬ 
pressor state” (April 4). Ipso facto support 
for the Palestinian cause means support for 
a single state. And by implication support 
for Israel’s right to exist or, as comrade Searle 
later put it, being an “apologist for Israel” 
(April 10) means support for the oppression 
of the Palestinians. 

Of course, the proponents of this argument 
are right about one thing. We must distin¬ 
guish between the two sides. The Palestin¬ 
ian people are oppressed by the Israeli state, 
which denies them their national as well as 
other basic rights. Is it really that simple 
though? Of course not. 

The picture of Lenin drawn by comrade 
Callinicos is distorted to the point of being 
unrecognisable. Lenin, in his own words. 


The left must raise the banner of consistent democracy 
for both Palestinian Arabs and Israeli jews, argues 
James Mallory. Under present circumstances that 
means a two-state solution. 



pointed out that the right to self-determina¬ 
tion was not just “confined” to oppressed 
nations, but on the contrary was “always 
advanced for two nations: the oppressed 
and the oppressing ” (original emphasis, VI 
Lenin A caricature of Marxism and imperi¬ 
alist economismMoscow 1974, p44). Moreo¬ 
ver communists start from the perspective 
of opposition to all forms of nationalism. 
This is, however, demonstrably not the start¬ 
ing point of either comrade Callinicos or 
comrade Searle. They start from the position 
of picking which “side” they are on and are 
drawn towards an uncritical adaptation to its 
nationalism. 

The nationalism of the oppressed, taken 
in its spontaneously expressed form, is a 
negative echo of the nationalism of the op¬ 
pressor. Though they are opposites, they are 
also intertwined in a dialectical relationship. 
While the nationalism of the oppressed is 
directed against oppression it is also, at the 
same time, potentially oppressive itself. 

In the context of the current topic of dis¬ 
cussion this is easy to prove. While the Pal¬ 
estinian people’s striving for their own state 
is of course entirely legitimate, there is an el¬ 
ement, given form by the likes of Hamas, that 
seeks to establish that state at the expense 
of the Israeli jews. Not by a voluntary union 
of the two peoples, but by military conquest 
or the ‘persuasion’ - by way of suicide bomb¬ 
ing directed at poorer Israelis who use buses 
and shop in markets - of the jewish popula¬ 


tion. Likud’s ‘greater Israel’ chauvinism finds 
in Hamas's call to drive out the ‘Zionists’, 
not only a negative echo, but also a symbi¬ 
otic twin. 

Communists are opposed to both these 
sides. Most of the left would no doubt ex¬ 
press their formal opposition to Hamas’s 
anti-jewish, anti-woman, anti-working class 
‘excesses’ ... and then blame it on Israeli op¬ 
pression. 

But the left’s one-sidedness means that in¬ 
stead of a clear voice speaking against 
Hamas we get a scrambled reproduction of 
it. Incidentally, this is not, of course, a result 
of some innate anti-semitism on the part of 
the left, but the result of adaptation to Pales¬ 
tinian nationalism. Witness Clive Searle’s as¬ 
sertion that Israel should be destroyed 
because it is a “racist, colonial state, based 
on the expropriation of Palestinian land” (SA 
discussion, April 4). Are not the USA, 
Canada, Australia and every country in 
South America also based on the expropria¬ 
tion of the land of others? 

Of course, the origins of the state of Israel 
are not in dispute. There is no doubt that after 
its formation in May 1948, Israel drove out 
hundreds of thousands of Palestinian Arabs 
and never allowed them to return. Equally 
there can be no doubt that Zionist gangs 
committed horrific crimes against the Arab 
population of Palestine (through reciprocal 
pogroms against jews also took place). Simi¬ 
larly uncontestable is the undemocratic na¬ 
ture of the dismemberment of Palestine by 
Israel, Egypt and Jordan, Israel’s continued 
expansionism in 1967 and 1982 and the ar¬ 
chipelago of fortress settlements seeded 
provocatively across Palestinian lands by 
far-right Zionists. 

However, even in its origins Israel may 
only be described as a ‘settler state’ with the 
heaviest of qualification. To make this argu¬ 
ment you would have to ignore the fact that 
in 1948 jews indigenous to Palestine were a 
substantial minority. 

Today some two thirds of Israel’s jewish 
population were born in the country and Is¬ 
raeli jews clearly constitute a nation. They 
are bound together by a common language 
(Hebrew), a common culture, a common his¬ 
tory and a common territory. As with many 
other nations, Israel was created through the 
oppression of another national grouping, but 
that does not negate the fact of its nation¬ 
hood. 

Though this status is seemingly, if 
eclectically, recognised by the SWP by the 


i— Disscussion sponsored by the Weekly Worker —, 

Issues for the Socialist Alliance 

Democratising the trade union funds 
and getting to grips with the ‘What is 
the Labour Party?’ argument 

Introduction: Matt Wrack 


Ariel Sharon and 
Adolph Hitler... 
but what about 
Hamas? 


Since Labour’s second term more and more trade un¬ 
ions have come to question auto-Labourism. But 
how can we guard against apolitical un¬ 
ions and the danger of impotent ges¬ 
tures? 

Sunday May 5, 5pm, Diorama Arts 
Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, Lon¬ 
don NW1. 
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phrase “national minorities”, in practice Is¬ 
raeli jews are treated simply as a religious 
grouping and offered non-national “full 
rights”. 

A favourite argument of the SWP - and in¬ 
deed many that advance the single-state po¬ 
sition - is that the existence of two states side 
by side would inevitably mean the continu¬ 
ation of Palestinian oppression, because Is¬ 
rael would remain dominant economically and 
militarily. To raise this objection is to misun¬ 
derstand the point of the demand. It is not to 
abolish oppression generally, but to abol¬ 
ish national privilege: ie, the denial of the 
right of a national group to form their own 
sovereign state. In other words, it is a de¬ 
mand for the political equality of nations, 
not for full economic and social equality. 
Economic and social inequality between 
nations will remain under capitalism until it 
is overthrown and nations and nationalities 
fade away with socialism and finally commu¬ 
nism. 

Capitalism can neither deliver full economic 
and social equality nor abolish national op¬ 
pression in the fullest sense of the word. 
And, of course, communists have an agenda 
beyond a national one. The right of nations 
to self-determination is supported in order 
to remove the national question from the 
agenda, thus paving the way for the even¬ 
tual voluntary union of peoples across the 
globe. 

Due to a narrow, economistic mindset 
some would throw out elementary rights in 
their determination to end privilege. Thus 
Workers Power is against “having a jewish 
state built on the ruins of a Palestinian Arab 
nation” (April). Yet WP member Sandra 
Griffiths uses the phrase “binational state” - 
in “recognition of the two national groups 
that inhabit the land” - to describe the coun¬ 
try that will exist after the destruction of Is¬ 
rael (SA discussion list. April 11). 
‘Recognition’, but no rights. Seemingly 
Workers Power is oblivious to the fact it is 
actually calling for the reverse of the current 
situation: the establishment of a Palestinian 
Arab state on the ruins of the Israeli jewish 
nation. 

Any settlement based on the principles of 
consistent democracy must recognise the 
national and minority rights of both the Pal¬ 
estinians and the Israeli jews. Arab citizens 
of Israel must have full rights, and so must 
jewish citizens of the new state of Palestine 
- obviously the democratic settlement we en¬ 
visage implies the ending of national oppres¬ 
sion. not murderous ethnic cleansing, as 
some half-wits allege. 

The Palestinians’ right of return should be 
recognised, though the precise details of how 
this right would be exercised are, of course, 
open to negotiation and not something that 
can be determined concretely at this time. It 
certainly does not mean some kind of com¬ 
pulsory volk movement by the 2.3 million Pal¬ 
estinian people who live and were mainly 
bom in Jordan, Syria, Saudi Arabia and even 
the USA. Denying that right, however, as the 
AWL does, is to fall into a kind of vicarious 
Israeli nationalism. Almost certainly the vast 
mass of the Palestinian diaspora will stay 
where they are - however, to preemptorily rule 
out their right to move either to Israel or a PA 
Palestine or for that matter anywhere else is 
only to pander to right wing Zionist fear- 
mongering. 

What concerns communists and revolu¬ 
tionary socialists is to outline broad princi¬ 
ples which can point the way forward to a 
solution: a democratic and secular Palestine 
based roughly on those areas where Arabs 
make up a clear majority, alongside a demo¬ 
cratic and secular Israel. 

Neither state will be ethnically-religiously 
‘pure’ - that goes without saying - and mi¬ 
nority rights, whether they be of Palestinian 
Arabs, Christian Arabs, jews or Israeli jew¬ 
ish atheists must be respected - this is not a 
guarantee, but a programme to win the bat¬ 
tle for democracy and break the masses from 
the constrictions and confines of bourgeois 
social relations • 
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Resistance wit! 
responsibility 


Mohammed Al 
Batal is a 

member of the 
foreign relations 
committee of the 
Democratic Front 
for the Liberation 
of Palestine. He 
spoke to the 
Weekly Worker 
about Israeli 
expansionism, 
Sharon’s 
murderous war 
aims and the 
prospect for a 
democratic 
settlement 
between the 
Palestinian and 
Israeli jewish 
nations 


H ow do you interpret the 
current situation in 
Palestine? 

What is happening now is in fact a re¬ 
sult of the Oslo Accord, which was far 
from an implementation of UN resolu¬ 
tions and far from any international guar¬ 
antee about securing an agreement 
between the two sides. The occupied ter¬ 
ritories are defined under Oslo as a ‘dis¬ 
puted area’, not as Palestinian territory. 
The questions of settlements, refugees 
and Jerusalem were not considered un¬ 
der Oslo. 

The transition was outlined in strange 
terms. First there is ‘area A’ - about 18% 
of the disputed territory in terms of the 
1967 borders - which was to be under total 
control of the Palestinian Authority. 
‘ Area B’ was 22% - a mixture of Palestin¬ 
ian administration and Israeli security 
and military control. ‘Area C’ - the remain¬ 
der - is totally under Israeli control. The 
fact that the six West Bank cities are now 
under reoccupation once again shows 
the weakness of the accord. 

Secondly, the five-year transitional pe¬ 
riod which began in 1993 has dragged on 
for eight years and we still haven’t 
reached the negotiation stage for the 
main issues for Palestinians - the refugee 
question (65% of our population are refu¬ 
gees); Jerusalem; the border; and the 
settlements. 

The Oslo agreement is full of negative 
elements and will not result in what we 
call a “balanced peace”. That is why we 
criticised it from early on. 

What do you think are Sharon’s 
war aims? 

His election programme made it clear that 
he was against the “deadly mistake” of 
the Oslo agreement. When he came to 
power, he promised the Israelis that he 
would guarantee each citizen individual 
security and ‘peace’. That meant a new 
transitional agreement - delayed for 10 
years - avoiding the four main questions 
I have mentioned. Only then could we 
enter into negotiations. At the same time, 
during these 10 years, there would be 
more and more settlements and after¬ 
wards there would be nothing to discuss. 

The Palestinian leadership refused to 
come to an agreement on security which 
left all the political issues unresolved. 
Because of this, Sharon reoccupied all 
the Palestinian cities, getting the green 
fight from the US administration. 

Our people have no option but to con¬ 
tinue with the intifada. This is the last 
stage of our struggle for a balanced 
peace - implementing the United Nations 
resolution through direct negotiations. 

In terms of the struggle for a 
secular and independent Pales¬ 
tine, how can you explain the 
growth of Islamic Jihad and 
Hamas? 

First of all let me tell you that the DFLP 
has had a clear line since the founda¬ 
tion of our party in 1969. We publicly 
declared then that we are against the 
killing of civilians on both sides. And 
we are against any action inside Israel. 
We are for resistance in the Palestinian 
territories occupied since 1967 and only 
against the Israeli army and military 
forces where they are acting in contra¬ 
vention of international agreements and 
laws. 

In June and December last year we is¬ 
sued general statements in common 
with all parties involved in the intifada - 
including Hamas and Islamic Jihad - to 
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Friends and comrades inside Israel 


stop all actions inside Israel and all ac¬ 
tions against Israeli civilians. But unfor¬ 
tunately this policy was broken because 
of Sharon’s reoccupation of Palestinian 
territory. But we are trying to reinstate 
this pledge once again. For us it is a 
principle of struggle because we do not 
want the murder of civilians on either 
side - we do not want to give Sharon 
the opportunity to paint the Palestinian 
people as terrorists. In the present situ¬ 
ation the Americans and Israelis are 
able to confuse the Palestinian struggle 
with terrorism. 

There are many reasons for the in¬ 
crease in these attacks. First of all, they 
are due to Sharon’s policy; secondly, 
this is unfortunately the method of 
struggle of Hamas and Islamic Jihad - 
the fundamentalist fine; thirdly, because 
till now the peace process has not de¬ 
livered. If we are able to reach a balanced 
peace, all these actions will disappear 
because the Palestinians would like to 
five peacefully with the Israelis. 

The secular forces are not responsi¬ 
ble for the fine of the fundamentalists, 
who built their social and economic 
structure with huge financial support 
from the conservative islamic countries. 
They were a minority when the PLO 
united the democratic, nationalist and 
leftist elements. 

Since the Oslo agreement, the PLO 
has been paralysed. With the national, 
democratic and progressive parties di¬ 
vided. the islamic parties increased their 
role. That is why we are calling for the 
reforging of Palestinian unity and the 
restoration of the PLO structure. We 
want to establish an emergency admin¬ 
istration for the Palestinian Authority 
and effective leadership for the intifada 
and PLO. Such an emergency leader¬ 
ship could put the Palestinian struggle 
back on the correct line of resistance 
with responsibility. We are working to¬ 
wards this, but unfortunately we are 
facing difficulties from both the funda¬ 
mentalists and the Palestinian Author¬ 
ity itself. 

How should the Palestinian 
liberation movement relate to 
the Israeli working class and 
the Israeli people? 

We were the first Palestinian or Arab 
party to call for a peace process in the 


region on the basis of United Nations 
resolutions 242, 338 and 194. Since our 
foundation we have had very good re¬ 
lations with the Israeli Communist Party 
and since 1969 we have called on the 
Palestinian struggle to open the door to 
the peace movement inside Israel. It 
was not until 1974 that the Palestinian 
National Council adopted our minimum 
programme, which later became the na¬ 
tional programme of PLO, which clearly 
calls for two states and a settlement of 
the Palestinian refugee question. 

We continue to have relations with our 
friends and comrades inside Israel. I 
mean here the Israeli Communist Party, 
the Arab parties and the left and mod¬ 
erate elements even among the Liberal 
Party. We are calling for coordination of 
the opposition to the Sharon govern¬ 
ment because in fact his policy is equally 
against the Israeli people and the Pal¬ 
estinians. We are still continuing with 
this policy and hope that the peace 
camp inside Israel will come to be as 
united as it was before. 

Every week there are big demonstra¬ 
tions inside Israel in opposition to the 
Sharon government. We hope this will 
continue, because the only way to reach 
a balanced peace is through greater co¬ 
ordination between the Israeli moderates 
and tlie Palestinian movement • 



What we 
fight for 

• Our central aim is to reforge the 
Communist Party of Great Britain. 
Without this Party the working class 
is nothing; with it, it is everything. 

• The Communist Party serves the 
interests of the working class. We 
fight all forms of opportunism and 
revisionism in the workers’ move¬ 
ment because they endanger those 
interests. We insist on open ideologi¬ 
cal struggle in order to fight out the 
correct way forward for our class. 

• Marxism-Leninism is powerful be¬ 
cause it is true. Communists relate 
theory to practice. We are material¬ 
ists; we hold that ideas are deter¬ 
mined by social reality and not the 
other way round. 

• We believe in the highest level of 
unity among workers. We fight for 
the unity of the working class of all 
countries and subordinate the 
struggle in Britain to the world revo¬ 
lution itself. The liberation of human¬ 
ity can only be achieved through 
world communism. 

• The working class in Britain needs 
to strike as a fist. This means all com¬ 
munists should be organised into a 
single Party. We oppose all forms of 
separatism, which weakens our 
class. 

• Socialism can never come through 
parliament. The capitalist class will 
never peacefully allow their system 
to be abolished. Socialism will only 
succeed through working class 
revolution and the replacement of the 
dictatorship of the capitalists with 
the dictatorship of the working 
class. Socialism lays the basis for the 
conscious planning of human af¬ 
fairs: ie, communism. 

• We support the right of nations to 
self-determination, hi Britain today 
this means the struggle for Irish free¬ 
dom should be given full support by 
the British working class. 

• Communists are champions of tine 
oppressed. We fight for the libera¬ 
tion of women, the ending of racism, 
bigotry and all other forms of chau¬ 
vinism. Oppression is a direct result 
of class society and will only finally 
be eradicated by the ending of class 
society. 

• War and peace, pollution and the 
environment are class questions. No 
solution to the world’s problems can 
be found within capitalism. Its cease¬ 
less drive for profit puts the world 
at risk. The future of humanity de¬ 
pends on the triumph of commu¬ 
nism. 

• We urge all who accept these prin¬ 
ciples to join us. A Communist Party 
Supporter reads and fights to build 
the circulation of the Party’s pub¬ 
lications; contributes regularly to 
the Party’s funds and encourages 
others to do the same; where possi¬ 
ble, builds and participates in the 
work of a Communist Party Support¬ 
ers Group. 
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Vote Socialist 
Alliance 
where you can 


Building for the future 


Local elections in England are set for May 2. With Labour reeling 
from charges of being in the pay of big business this is the Socialist 
Alliance’s most important challenge since the 2001 general election. 
Rob Hoveman is the Socialist Alliance’s national secretary. He 
decided to give written responses to our questions which he asked to 
receive in advance 


W hat is the final figure 
for the number of 
candidates we are 
standing in the local elections 
and how many wards are we 
contesting? 

We’ve got about 90 candidates in Lon¬ 
don. In one or two places we’re stand¬ 
ing more than one candidate in a ward, 
so the number of wards is a little over 80. 
Elsewhere our estimate is we have some¬ 
where between 115 and 125 candidates. 
Most elections outside London are sin¬ 
gle-seat wards, but we are standing mul¬ 
tiple candidates in three-seat wards in 
one or two places, so again the number 
of wards is slightly lower than the number 
of candidates. 

We are working on getting a com¬ 
pletely accurate picture in time for the 
election results. Our problem has been 
that local SAs were unsure exactly how 
many candidates they would be able to 
agree to stand in advance of nominations 
and, with the campaign underway, we 
haven’t had the time to check the whole 
of the country since. 

Are you disappointed in the 
number of candidates? Why do 
you think fewer electors propor¬ 
tionally will get the chance to 
vote for us than in the general 
election? 

I think over 200 candidates for our first 
serious national outing in local elections 
is very good. I don’t know how many 
socialist candidates standing independ¬ 
ently of the Labour Party have stood 
nationwide in the past in local elections, 
but I think we will compare very favour¬ 
ably with the past. I am certain that we 
have by far the largest number of social¬ 
ist candidates in this election. 

On the assumption that the average 
electoral size of a ward is around 5,000 
(and they vary from area to area quite sig¬ 
nificantly) we are standing candidates in 
front of around a million voters. In the 
general election, assuming an average 
constituency size of around 55,000, we 
stood in front of getting on for five mil¬ 
lion voters (including our comrades in the 
WSA). There are a number of reasons 
the figure is smaller in the local elections. 

Firstly, there are significant areas of the 
country which do not have elections this 
May, including the whole of Wales, 
Brighton and a swathe of territory stretch¬ 
ing up from the home counties to just 
south of Sheffield. 

Secondly, with no freepost, less pres¬ 
sure to create the national organisation 
we forged out of the general election 
campaign and no possibility of an elec¬ 
tion broadcast, local SAs have adjusted 
their perspectives to what they believe 


w 

r 



Hoveman: more next time 


they can seriously leaflet with the activ¬ 
ists they have at their disposal. Moreo¬ 
ver, with publicity for the local elections 
almost non-existent (at least until now) 
and the turnout likely to be very low, we 
have emphasised the importance of do¬ 
ing as much canvassing as possible. 
This is of course very labour-intensive. 

We’ve also been handicapped by the 
fact that many very potential candidates 
have been ruled out by virtue of their 
working for the council where they 
wanted to stand for election. 

Having said that, my feeling is we could 
have sustained good campaigns for per¬ 
haps 300 candidates nationwide. There 
may have been some conservatism lo¬ 
cally, with comrades not realising just 
how many people we could get to do 
some campaigning, however limited, for 
our candidates. And some comrades 
who would have made very good candi¬ 
dates and who were eligible may have 
been unjustifiably daunted. I’m not dis¬ 
appointed, however, because over 200 is 
a very good number. We have candidates 
in all the major cities and in many other 
areas where we have functioning local 
SAs. We’ll learn from these elections and 
will have a lot more candidates in future, 
providing we have good campaigns this 
time round. 

What in your opinion are the 
main priorities for the SA in the 
campaign? 

There are many local issues which can¬ 
didates will be taking up in a big way 
during the election. This is an indication 
of the extent we have developed roots 
and where we have even at times led lo¬ 
cal campaigns - to defend council hous¬ 
ing, over incinerators, etc. And there are 
a host of issues relating to the funding 
of and democracy in local government, 
including the changes to planning law, 
which will further erode local control over 
corporate development. 


However, above all, we will mobilise 
voters if we are able to persuade them 
this election is not just about local issues, 
but is a mini, mid-term referendum on 
Blair and New Labour. Therefore the 
underfunding of public services, their 
proposed privatisation, the renationali¬ 
sation of the transport system and the 
fact there are the resources available for 
decent health, education and transport 
services if the government were to raise 
taxes massively on the rich and the big 
corporations - all these are very impor¬ 
tant issues to raise. 

And with the continuing war in Af¬ 
ghanistan, the threat to Iraq, the Israeli 
terror in Palestine, the fuelling of racism 
and the role of Bush and his poodle, Blair, 
in all of this, it would be very foolish if we 
didn’t raise these as very important is¬ 
sues. 

Has there been cooperation 
with others on the left to avoid 
electoral clashes? 

Our position, stated in the election guid¬ 
ance notes we produced in February, was 
that we wanted to avoid the situation, 
wherever possible, of socialist candi¬ 
dates competing for the same vote. This 
is not something it was ever practicable 
we could negotiate to a conclusion na¬ 
tionally, even if other organisations were 
prepared to discuss the issue, as deci¬ 
sions on candidates have been a matter 
for local SAs. 

Avoiding dividing the socialist vote is 
therefore something that it has been 
down to local SAs to resolve. I’m pleased 
to say that as far as I know there are very 
few such clashes. Indeed I actually know 
of only one ward in the country where 
this has happened • 



Whose money? 

The 13th national conference of the train crew and shunting grades of 
the Rail Martime and Transport union, held over the weekend of April 
12 and 13, was attended by 67 delegates. 

It saw some lively debate on the 20-plus resolutions and was ad¬ 
dressed by our newly elected general secretary, Bob Crow. Comrade 
Crow insisted that RMT members’ money should not be going to MPs 
who refuse to support their struggles and do not challenge the gov¬ 
ernment’s pro-privatisation, anti-working class agenda. This speech 
earned him a standing ovation. 

Reflecting this militant sentiment, the Socialist Alliance-sponsored 
fringe meeting on the theme of ‘Whose money is it anyway?’ attracted 
nearly half the delegates - a total of 30 - which included comrade Crow. 

Derek Goodliffe, RMT Grades Executive 
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